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they intend to present as a substitute for the bill 
introduced by the Committee on Printing. My 
only object in calling it up now is to have it post- 
poned ull to-morrow, in order to give time to print 
it. I move that the further consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Printing be postponed 
till to-morrow merning, and that the report of the 
special committee be printed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I will say 
to my colleague that the Special Committee on 
Printing have prepared a bill which they are ready 
to report at any time. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I desire to know 
whether the report of the Special Committee has 
yet been submitted to the House? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. KING. Then it is not yet in a condition 
to be printed. 

Mr. STANTON. I understand the committee 
have their report ready, and I ask that it be 
printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is not the consideration of 
the report of the Committee on Printing confined 
to the morning hour ? 

The SPEAKER. By a special rule of the 
House, it is in order for the Committee on Print- 
ing to report at any time. The Chair, therefore, 
thinks that the consideration of this report cannot 
be confined to the morning hour. 

{Cries of ** Question !”’ ** Question !’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to explain 
the state of the question distinctly to the House. 
The gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. STANTON. I presume there will be no 
objection. { ask that the report of the Special 
Committee may be allowed to be printed in order 
that members may have an opportunity of seeing 
it. I presume the proposition will meet the unan- 
imous consent of the House. 

Mr. KING, of New York. 
the present. 

Mr. STANTON. I then move that the further 
consideration of the report of the Committee on 
Printing be postponed ull to-morrow, and that the 
report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I[ cali up the 
motion to reconsider the vete by which this rail- 
road bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Youcannot call that up ex- 
cept in the morning hour 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the reading of the 
56th rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thoucht that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Srvarrt] rose to a 
privileged motion. lL insist that the Chair shall 
put the motion to go into the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands pre- 
cisely the same question is made again Gentle- 
men seem to be dissatisfied with the decision of 
Chair in reference to this motion to reconsider. 
The Chair would like to inquire of those who are 
skilled in our practice here under parliamentary 
law, what position that bill would be in if the 
committee did reconsiderit now? Could they find 
any rule by virtue of which they could force the 

House to consider it now ? 

Mr. KING, of New York. I will say one word 
upon this subject. These railroad bills have oc- 
cupied the attention of this House from the com- 
mencement of the session to the present time, to 
the exclusion ofall other business. Itis time that 
this log-rolling system should be stopped. 

{Cries of ** Order!”’ ** Order!”?} 

The SPEAKER. Any feelings of this kind, 
however, ought not to induce you, gentlemen, to 
introduce a new practice into this House. The 
Chair overrules again the question of order made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Harrts.] 

Mr. HARRIS. [appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and ask for the reading of the 56th 
rule. 





I object to that for 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The morning hour | 
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having expired, is it in order to move to proceed to 
the business upon the Speaker’s table? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt 


about it at all; but there is an appeal made from 


the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. BAYLY. BuatI had the floor before the 


appeal was taken. 


‘The SPEAKER. 
to take an appeal. 
that. 

Mr. STUART. I move to lay the appeal upon 
the table, and upon that question | demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS, 
56th rule. 

Mr. STUART. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that both 
the rules, and all the rules upon this subject will 
be read by general consent. 

Mr. CARTTER. 1 object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. Srvart] rises in his place and moves 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, under a rule which declares 
that that motion shall be in order at any time. 
The Chair thinks that is the question now before 
the body. The gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. 
Harris] contends, that under the rule authorizing 
any member to move to reconsider a vote of the 
House, and to have it considered, that that is the 
question now before the body. The Chair over 
rules the point of order taken by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Harrrs,} and he takes an 
appeal from the decision ef the Chair. Another 
gentleman (Mr. Stuart] has moved that the ap- 
peal do lie upon the table, and upon that propo- 
sition the yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask a ques- 
tion. Does not this motion to reconsider arise out 
of business reported from the committee, and as 
such belongs wholly to the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER, It does; and belongs exclu- 
sively to the morning hour. Such, certainly, has 
been the invariable practice of the Chair, during 
his service in this position. The Chair would 
further remark, that unless we thus classify our 
business, as has been the practice, we shall have 
confusion so confounded that it will be difficult for 
the wisest among us to get along. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the Chair 
another question. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. That willbe debate, but the 
Chair hopes the gentleman will be heard. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. STUART. I withdraw, for the present, 
my call for the yeas and nays upon the motion to 
lay the appeal upon the table, and demand tell- 
ers. 

Mr. HARRIS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [ask for tellers upon 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Pexw and 
Brooks appointed. 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 25, nays 94. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 39; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, 
Babeock, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, 
Bissell, Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Albert G. 
Brown, George H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. C. Cabell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chand 
ler, Chapman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, George 
T. Davis, Dimmick, Dockery, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Edinundson, Ewing, Ficktin, Fitch, Florence, 
Fioyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Goodrich, Green, Harper, Hart, Hibbard. Hillyer, Holladay. 
Horsferd, Houston, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, 
Ingersoll, Jackson, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 


George G. King, Kulns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, 
McNair, Miller, Miner, Molony, Heury D. Moore, John 


The gentleman has a richt 
There is no question about 


[I ask for the reading of the 


Is this question debatable ? 
It is not. 
Then I call the gentleman to 


I want to elicit a fact from 


Moore, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. || 


Parker, Peaslee, Penn 
Robbins, Schermer " 
= Seymour, PKellon, 


stone, 


Prix 
Sevmour, Urigen 
Abraham P. Sp 
itton, Strother, Steuart, Suth 


Tuck, Venable, Walbrider, 


Penniman, Phelps e, Rantont 
David L 
=u in. “ta ty, 
Martin, St 


=cu 


ot 


whens, 
erland, Thurston, Townshend. 


Waieh, Ward, Welch, Alexauder White, Wileex, Wil 
drick, and Williams—1!12 

NAY S—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Beale, Ba- 
eock, John H. Boyd, Briggs, Joseph Cabbie, Catdwell, 
Caskfe, Chastain, Cutlom, Dean, Dienev, Duncan, Grev, 
Hauniton, Isham G. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, 
John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Andrew Jobnsean, 
George W. Jones, Preston King. Letcher, Marin. M 
Mullin, MeQueen, Millsen, Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, 


Schoonmaker, 
39 


Savage, 


Watkins 


Benjamin Stanton, Watlece, and 
So the appeal was laid on the table. 
The question then recurred upon the motion 
that the rules be suspended, and 


resolve itself into the 


that the House 
of the Whole 


being put, i was 
I 


Committee 
on the state of the Union, and, 
agcreed to. 

RIVERS HARBORS. 

So the House accordingly resolved itself 
the Committee of the Whole on 
Union, (Mr. Ops in the chair.) 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee [ hat the 
committee proceed to the consideration of the civil 


AND 
into 
the state of the 


move t 


and diplomatic appropriation bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chatr 
motion not be in order, for the 
given yesterday upon a similar motion. 

Mr. JONES. 1 ask the Chair to turn to t 
rule, which prescribes the course of proceedings 
in committee, which ‘* that the Calendar shall 
‘be called, and that the committee shall proceed 


decides that 


to Same reasoous 


e 
is, 
‘to the consideration of business as called, unless 
there be a motion to lay it aside, giving prece- 
dence, however, to appropriation bills, and to 
some others under particular circumstances.”’ 
The order of this House, closing debate upon any 
particular bill, does not make it a special order, 
and compel the committee at each succeeding sit- 
I take an ep- 


‘ 
‘ 


‘ 


ting, to take up that same subject. 
peal from the decision of the Chair 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the 
Clerk to read a part of the special order, by which 
debate was closed upon the river and harbor bill 

The latter part of the order was then read, as 
follows: 

‘And the committee shall then proceed to vote on stich 
amendments as may be pending, or offered to the same, and 
shall ther report it to the House, with sach amend as 
may have been agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. JONES. Exactly, and the Chair will see 
that, on the resumption of the subject by the com 
mittee, it also cuts off five minute debates. 


Mr. STUART. 


ment 


I call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. JONES. Is not the appeal debatable? 
Mr. STUART. Itis not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whether debate is in or- 


der, depends upon the correctness of | 


the 
of the Charr. 

bate upon the bill, no debate 
allowed upon the appeal. The Chair supposes 
that the order of the House, requiring the com- 
mittee to amendments, and then to 
report the bill, with the amendments, to the House, 
is a positive order, from which the Chair feels that 
he cannot take the responsibility of departing 
That is the decision, and from it the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] takes an anpeal. 

The question being, “ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?’ 
was put, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, it had under consideration House bill No. 
282, making appropriation for the improvement 
of certain rivers and harbors. The 
pending was the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Jounson, | to strike out the word 
‘* repairs,’’ and insert the word ** removal,”’ in the 
clause— 

“ For the improvement of the navigation of the Missia 
sipnpi river below the rapids; the Omo, ineluding the re- 
pairs of the dam at Cumberland Island; the Missouri and 
Arkansas rivers, 


decision 
If, as the gentleman contends, de- 
be closed 


can be 


vote upon 


question 


2960.000.7? 


The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 
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Mr. WARD offered the following amendment: | portion of the appropriation for the construction 


Sivike out the entire clause above inserted, and insert in || of these boats. 


lieu thereof: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi, the Ohio, the Missouri, the Cumberland, the Ten- 
nessee, the Eilinois, the Arkansas, and the Red rivers, 
&750,000. 


Mr. W. said: Mr. Chairman, it is very evident 
to my mind, when looking over the vast country 
embraced in this appropriation, that enough has 
not been done for it. The section of country in- | 
cluded in my amendment contains one half of the 
population of the United States. It furnishes al- 
most two thirds of the internal trade of the United 
States. It embraces a navigation of upwards of 
sixteen thousand miles. 

The bill recommended. by the committee, pro- | 
ose to aporopriate a million and a half of dol- 
ars; and of that sum, it proposes to give to the 
section of country embraced in my amendment, 
only about $300,000. This is not doing justice 
to that section of the country. The trade upon 
these rivers, according to an estimate made in 
1846, then amounted to four hundred and thirty- 
odd millions of dollars, and according to the same 
report, that trade had been increasing annually at 
the rate of ten per cent. for ten years preceding 
that time, It has been increasing at the same, if 
not a greater rate, up to the present moment. The 


| 
} 


trade upon those rivers for which this appropri- | 


ation of $750,000 isasked , amounts to $766,000,000 
annually. And for the purpose of cleaning out 
these highways to market, upon which is borne 
that large amount of property annually, this com- 
mittee propose the appropriation of only some 
$300,000, Is it just, when this money is to be 
dispensed, that the western community should 
only receive one fourth of the entire amount of the 
appropriations in the bill? {t seems to me not. 
The objects proposed to be accomplished are na- 
tional in their character. Upon that subject there 
can be no rational dispute. They have been rec- 
ognized as national by the appropriations that 
have been made heretofore by Congress, when 
this subject was up, and fully and fairly discussed. 
‘They are all national streams, and the vastness of 
the interests involved, demands far more than is 
given by this bill. And those who are in favor 
of a system of internal improvements, should, 
when framing one, place it upon a just and impar- 
tial basis, or it can never be sustained before the 
American people. 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered, and Messrs. Kine of New York, and 
Beate were appointed. 

‘The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected; the tellers having reported— 
aves 39, noes not counted. 

“Mr. PARKER, of Indiana. 


lowing amendment: 


I submit the fol- 


Provided, That so much of the said sum as may be re- 
quisite for that purpose, be applied to the construction of 
four substantial snag-boats for use upon said rivers. 

Mr. Chairman, I presume there can be no objec- 
tion to this amendment — It appropriates no addi- 
tional sum of money. It simply aliows those of 
us of the Mississippi valley who take a deep in- 
terest in river and harbor improvements to divert, 
of the $260,000 appropriated for the western rivers, 
such an amount as may be requisite for the con- 
struction of four substantial snag-boats, to be used 
on those rivers. There certainly should not be 
any objection to this amendment, with any friend 
to these improvements. It meets with the entire 
approbation, so faras I have been apprised, of 
the western members thus friendly. 


Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the commit- 


tee, unless these snag-boats be constructed, the 
appropriation will be of comparatively little value. 
You might about as we!l set a mechanic to work to 
build a house without tools, as our operatives of 
the West to work in the improvement of these 
rivers without snag-boats. No snag-boats have 
been provided for. Dredging machines and mud- 
seows have been provided for upon the northern 
lakes. 
propriations there available. In like manner are 
these snag-boats requisite for our western rivers. 
At the time these river improvements were broken 
down, the snag-boats were destroyed or disposed 
of. They were indispensable at all times when 
improvements were making, and they will be in- 
dispensable at all times hereafter, if valuable im- 


| gure will not. 


/ enough upon it, 


It strikes me that this committee 
cannot object to it—the western members | am 
Will our northern brethren upon 
the lakes? Will our Atlantic brethren? It does 


| not affect the integrity of this bill. Let me say, 


however, with reference to this matter, that there 
is no gentleman from the West who feels more 
keenly the rank injustice done tothe West by this 
bill than I do. But, sir, we have spent time 
I have voted for all propositions 
to increase the appropriations for the West; for 
my head and heart are in them; but it is folly to 
consume the time of the committee further at this 
late day of the session upon them. I hope my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Warp] will desist. 
He has struggled enough—he has had his time. 
We have made the effort time and again, for the 


adoption of his and numerous other important 


measures, and it now seems to me, with all re- 
spect, a reckless consumption of our time, to at- 
tempt them further. Let us then rest satisfied 
with what we have got, as it is manifest we can- 
not getany more. I am for that, simply because 
I cannot is better; and [ hope that there is no 
friend of river and harbor improvements upon this 
floor that will vote against this bill because he can- 
not get as much as, or just what he wants. The 
passage of even this bill, by this Congress, is a 
great point gained for the future. It will establish 
an important principle. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 


call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 


| to the estimates contained in the report of Colonel 


“hey are indispensable to make the ap- | 


Long, who has been charged with the improve- 
ments upon the western waters, and upon which 
the head of the Topographical Bureau has based 
the communications which have been laid before us 
this session, and upon which the committee have 
acted. The appropriation in the bill has been 
based upon his estimates. He has stated what it 
is proposed to do with the money. It is proposed 
to build two large snag-boats for use where he 
should deem them wanted, and three more of a 
lighter draft—in all five boats 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

‘The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Parker was lost. 

Mr. HOWARD. I submit the following amend- 
ment: 

Kor dredge and snag-boats for the improvement of the 
navigation upon the coast of Texas, $50,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that this appro- 
priation was in the bill which passed at the last ses- 
sion of the preceding Congress. It wasputinthe 
bill by the Committee on Commerce with the full 
concurrence and consent of the head of the Topo- 
graphical Engineers, upon a conference with him. 
I do not know why it was not embraced in the 
present bill, for certainly, if it had been recom- 
mended to the Committee on Commerce by the 
Department, it would not have permitted the in- 
justice to exist which does in this bill in relation 
to the coast of Texas. Why a coast of near one 
thousand miles that is susceptible of so much im- 
provement as this, has been entirely pretermitted 
in this bill [ am at a loss to understand. The en- 
trances to most of the harbors on that coast are 
obstructed by bars which are shallow. They can 
easily be dredged out. To Texas, that has fur- 
nished and is now furnishing so large an export 
of cotton and sugar, and is supplying a large con- 
tribution to commerce, it strikes me this commit- 
tee are not disposed to do anything like justice. 
Itseems to me this committee should not stand 
here merely to register the estimates of the Topo- 
graphical Department—to do nothing else than to 
obey the behests of that Department. I trust this 
amendment, as it received the sanction of the De- 
partment at the last Congress, and of this House 
during the session of the last Congress, will re- 
ceive the favorable consideration of the Committee 
of the Whole. The dredge-boats which this 
comparatively small appropriation would provide, 
would be sufficient to deepen the bars at the en- 
trances of the bays on the coast of Texas, and 
also remove the bars at the mouths of the rivers 
which empty into the bays. There have been sur- 
veys of the coast of Texas already sufficient to 
authorize this estimate, or the head of the Topo- 
graphical Engineers would not have agreed to it 
at the last session of Congress. Why is it omit- 





provements are in good faith to be made. And || ted now, except for the reason that the bill can 


this amendment asks only for the diversion of a || get more votes by spending this amount of money | 
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, in the East and North, already so lavishly pro- 


vided for? 

The coast of Texas was surveyed, at least in 
part, during the war with Mexico. The mouth of 
the Rio Grande was surveyed by an officer of the 
Topographical Engineers, who recommended that 
the bar should be dredged out. Matagorda and 


| Aransas Bays were also surveyed, and Galveston 


Bay was sufficiently examined to show the neces- 
sity of a dredge-boat in that bay, especially on 
the channel between Galveston and Houston. ; 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
state in brief the reason why we have not ineluded 
this appropriation in the bill. No doubt the time 
will come when there will be snag boats needed 
upon the coast of ‘Texas; but it has been the uni- 
form practice of this Government, before it appro- 
priated to the building of boats, or to any other 
matter, for the purpose of making improvements, 
to make an estimate and to survey the work, espe- 
cially if it were a large one. 

Mr. HOWARD. I will state to the gentleman 


| that there was during the war with Mexico a sur- 


vey made by the engineers of the Army, of Mata- 
gorda and Aransas Bays, and, if I am not incor- 
rectly informed, also of Galveston Bay. They 
found it necessary to survey these bays for mili- 
tary operations. Those surveys are now in the 
Department, I presume. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Theanswer to that is found 


' in the fact, that no estimates have been sent to us 


upon which the House might act by way of im- 
provements for the purposes of commerce. We 
have provided in this bill for a survey of the bar 
at the mouth of the Trinity river, and we would 
have recommended to the House the survey of the 
mouth of the Rio Grande, which is a large river, 
and important to the commerce of the country; 
but at the time the bill was framed the boundary 
line was not settled, so that no survey could be 
properly made. Whena survey shall be had at 
the proper points where improvements are neces- 


| sary in T'exas,and the House shall have its atten- 


tion called to the estimates and data, it will be then 
time to provide for snag-boats and improvements. 

Mr. HOWARD. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether the same condition of things did 
not exist at the last session, when the committee 
recommended this appropriation? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. That I cannot tell. I have 
the manuscript statement of the Department, ad- 
vising that it would be improper to direct even a 
survey of the Rio Grande at this particular time, 
or until the boundary line shall have been set- 
tled. We have had our attention called to no 


| specific improvements needed upon the coast of 


Texas. I suppose there are some; and if so, they 
are connected with the mouths of their rivers. 
Mr. HOWARD demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered, 
The question was then taken, and Mr. How- 
ARD’s amendment was rejected. ' 


Mr. McMULLIN. I offer the following amend- 


| ment: 


For the improvement of the North Fork of Holston river, 
from Saltville,in the county of Washington, Virginia, to 


the Tennessee line, $30,000, 


I have not offered this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, from a factious opposition to the bill, but in 
good faith, and in the full belief that it should be 
adopted. I appeal earnestly to the gentlemen of 

| the Committee on Commerce, and to its chairman 


| particularly, to yield this amendment their ap- 


proval and adoption. The first question which 
presents itself to the consideration of the commit- 
tee is as to the character of this stream. It is a 
'national stream. I refer to the members from 
Tennessee for a proof of its nationality. 

This river scale in Virginia, and passes through 
Tennessee and a portion of Mississippi. Upon 
it there have been thousands and millions of dol- 
lars of property involved. I appeal to the com- 
mittee, notwithstanding I feel that | am aneeenes 
in vain, because it does seem to me that it has been 
the purpose of the Committee on Commerce not 
to have permitted an i to be dotted or a t to be 
crossed. Jt is true that they have been overpow- 
ered with the justice of the proposition of my col- 
| league from the Richmond district, [Mr. Casxir,] 
and adopted it, although James river was strangely 
excluded from the bill by the Committee on Com- 
| merce. I appeal to the gentlemen from Tennessee, 

whose State has been neglected as was Virginia— 
I appeal to the liberal chairman of this committee, 
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who has been so very prolific in his investigations, 
according to the speech of my colleague from the 
Richmond district, [Mr. Casxre,] and desire to 
know if he cannot come up and vote for this 
amendment. It is true, that this river, which I 
propose to improve, has not been surveyed over 
the whole route. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish simply to ask my 
friend from Virginia, [Mr. MeMutuiy,] whether 
he is disposed to vote for the amendment himself? 

Mr. McMULLIN. Most assuredly. I shall 
vote for it with great pleasure, and I am desirous 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] 
should vote for it. If he will come up and vote for 
it, | have no doubt that it will pass. Propositions 
have been presented to this House again and again, 
which to my mind were just. If the committee 
intend to pass this bill—as it is supposed they do— 
I appeal to them if they wish to carry out even- 
handed justice, and if they have any regard to 
population and taxes, that they will adopt this 
amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Will the gentleman say, 
that if the bill is amended, he will vote for it? 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will not; but that does 
not affect the question. I havea right to appeal 
to those gentlemen who intend to vote for the bill 
to do justice. Il hope that my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. FLorence,] while he is 
dealing out justice to all portions of the country, 
will deal it out to that portion of the country which 
I have the honor to represent in part. 

Mr. MILLER. I wish to ask the gentleman a 
question, whether, if the amendment prevails, he 
will vote for the bill? 

Mr. MceMULLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. MILLER. Then I have to say that I have 
frequently heard of Virginia abstractions 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLER. I wish only to make a short 
reply, and I will yield the floor afterwards. 

Mr. BAYLY. Suppose the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. MeMo tury] will agree to vote for 
the bill, will you agree to vote for the amendment? 

Mr. MILLER. [have to say this, that I have 
heard of Virginia abstractions, but this is the first 
instance of a practical illustration of the term. 
Here is the gentleman who offers that amend- 
ment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must call the 
gentleman to order, for not confining his remarks 
to the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. I intend to make an applica- 
tion of my remarks to the amendment which the 
gentleman hasoffered. Hereis an honorable Rep- 
resentative from Virginia, who believes that every 
such appropriation is an infraction of the Consti- 
tution, and that every such appropriation is a 
wrong done to the Constitution, and votes against 
all such bills; and yet he asks an appropriation of 
some $30,000, and thereby seeks to induce this 
committee to make an infraction upon the Consti- 
tution. Yes,sir; he goes further, and seeks through 
this committee to induce the House of Represent- 
atives to abstract $30,000 from the public Treasury. 
This, I say, is a practical illustration of the term, 
and truly, sir, may it be called a Virginia abstrac- 
tion. 

The question was then taken on Mr. McMoct- 
rin’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to amend the 
clause, appropriating $50,000 for the improvement 
of the Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river, 
atthe lower chain and English chain, by striking 
out $50,000 and inserting $100,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have not reached that 
section of the bill. 

Mr. WARD. 1 offer the following amendment: 

For the improvement of the Mississippi, Ohio, Mis- 
souri, Cumberland, [linois, Tennessee, Arkansas, and Red 
river, $700,000. 

I am anxious to place this bill in a form in 
which I can consistently act with my notions of 
propriety and justice to the portion of country 
which I represent. I am struggling to place my- 
self and that community right upon the subject of 
internal improvements. We are in favor of in- 
ternal improvements; we are in favor of improving 
the highways to market. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thezgentleman must con- 
fine his remarks strictly to an explanation of his 
amendment. 

Mr. WARD, I will do so, and confine myself 
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to the rules laid down. The interests involved in 
that country are of far greater importance, it 
seems to me, than this committee are dispused to 
give to it; not only on account of the immense 
amount of property which is annually risked upon 
those streams, but on account of the unnecessary 
risk of human life, which should be above all 
= and above ail considerations. When we 
vehold from year to year and from day to day the 
unnecessary sacrifice of life and property, we con- 
ceive ourselves justified in calling upon this Gov- 
ernment to make an appropriation large enough 
to prevent such a sacrifice. The amount there 
proposed will not do it; for after appropriating 
the $100,000 for the snag-boats, which it is pro- 
posed to construct, and $50,000 to repair the dam 
at the mouth of the Cumberland, you have left 
only for the improvement of over sixteen thou- 
sand miles of navigable water, $110,000, a sum 
that will scarcely compensate men to employ tke 
hands to do the work. Are the Representatives 
of this mighty Republic so disregardful of prop- 
erty and life as to permit this sacrifice still to be 
carried on? It cannot be possible that the com- 
mittee will refuse to give the sum which is asked 
to be given here? It will take at least the sum 
proposed in this amendment to make the neces- 
sary improvements upon the rivers embraced in 
the amendments. I do think that the interests 
of life and property which are involved here are 
of sufficient importance to receive a favorable re- 
sponse at the hands of the committee. [ wish to 
see this bill passed. [ wish to see the system 
commenced upon that just and liberal principle 
upon which it can be sustained. I do not want 
the whole valley of the Mississippi to be made 
opponents of that system, because it is so im- 
portant to their well being, as it regards both 
property and life. If those who have framed this 
bill are determined to abstract from us three quar- 
ters of a million of dollars and to give us only 
about $310,000, we will not submit to it, if we 
can avoid it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to oppose the 
amendment of my honoravle friend from Ken- 
tucky, {Mr. WwW ARD. | I rise to oppose it, because 
the amendment offered is in opposition to the prin- 
ciples of propriety which should rule this House. 
I oppose the amendment now, and [ have opposed 
no other amendment before, because I have waited 
to see when patience should cease to be a virtue, 
and when forbearance on the part of the House 
would lead to some forbearance upon the part of 
those who try the patience of the House—— 

Mr.STANTON, of Ohio. Are the gentleman’s 
remarks in order? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir, I am in order. 
{Cries of **Go on 1” Go on!?’) 

Mr. STANTON. I make the question of or- 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair trusts thatthe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will confine his re- 
marks in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [am confining myself to 
the amendment, and [ hope I shall produce some 
amendment of another kind. [Laughter.} Itis time 
that gentlemen of this House should know that 
we cannot and will not—we who are for the bill, 
and the sober, rational part of this House who are 
opposed to the bill—will not be dragoened into a 
conformity with what we deem inconsistent with 
our honor and the dignity of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. [ call the gen- 
tleman to order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Am I out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. STANTON. I movethatthe rules of the 
House be insisted upon, and that the gentleman 
take his seat. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the gentleman be per- 
mitted to proceed in order. 

The question was then taken, and it was decid- 
ed in the affirmative. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Thegentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Warp] says that he has a rightto be 
heard. Let him be heard, not in defense of him- 
self, not for any personal rights which I have, but 
for that respect in which | have been educated for 
this body, and for that respect which the people 
of the country have for it. It is not to be over- 
looked that we are sinking in the esteem of the 
community, instead of commanding the public 
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admiration. Whatl have said the committee can 
comprehend. 

Mr. YATES demanded tellers on the amend- 
ment; which were not ordered. 

The question was then takenupon Mr. Warp’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. YATES. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
river, $175,000 ; tor the Ohio, $106,000; far the Missouri, 
$50,000; and for the Iiinois, Arkansas, Tennessee, Red, 
and Camberiand rivers, each, 216,000 


Mr. » F said: ] da not propose to discuss the 
amendment. It is a plain proposition; it speaks 
for itself. I propose that amendment with a view 
of placing myself right upen the record—to show, 
sir, that | am ia favor of the improvement of our 
navigable rivers. Whatever my vote may be 
upon this bill, this amendment, which I offer in 
good faith, will show that I am in favor of the 
construction of internal improvements by the Gen- 
eral Government, when such improvements are 
proposed to be constructed upon a preper princi- 
ple. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is a fair amend- 
ment. It proposes $175,000 for the Mississippi, 
$100,000 to is Ohio, $50,000 to the Missouri, 
and $40,000 to the Arkansas, Ilinois, Red river, 
and Cumberland rivers; in all, not half a million 
of dollars. Now, sir, our western rivers and har- 
bors ought to have an appropriation of at least 
41,000,000 to remove the snags, flats, and bara, 
and to deepen the channels of said rivers. Look 
at the vast extent of territory through which 
these rivers flow. Look at the twenty thousand 
miles of steamboat navigation, the ten millions of 


people upon the banks of those rivers, interested 
in their navigation, and at the $250.000,000 worth 
of property annually floating upon these streams, 
and at the immense sacrifice of life and property, 
and I repeat that we ought to have $1,000,000 ap- 
propriated for the improvement of these rivers. I 
only propose by this amendment to have a half 
million of dollars appropriated. 

I contend, sir, that if this committee is willing 
to do fair and impartial justice to the western coun- 
try, they willadopt thisamendment. Voteitdown, 
if you please—vo e ugainst our western rivers and 
harbors: but thetime will come when we shall have 
the power to resist such oppression, and such par- 
tial legislation. 
offering my amendment by gentlemen who say 
we are attempting to tire down this committee. 
There is a majority of this committee in favor of 


this very appropriation of half a million of dollars 


I, sir, am not to be deterred in 


to the improvement of our western rivers; but the 
voice of the committee is smothered by the deter- 
mination of gentlemen to vote against all amend- 
ments, right or wrong. And, sir, when we get 
into the Elouse they will move the previous ques- 
tion, and cut off all amendments, I, sir, should 
like to see their names on the record 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels con- 
strained to remind the gentleman that he must 
confine his remarks strictly to his amendment. 
The Chair called the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. Cuanpier] to order for proceeding with 
remarks of a similar character. 

Mr. YATES. Well, sir, 1 do not wish to pro- 
ceed out of order. I shall say nothing more, but 
ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It must be obvious to 
every gentleman in the committee that this amend- 
ment cannot be adopted. I most respectfully sug- 
gest, therefore, to the committee that we decline 
entering upon any further amendment, and come 
to a direct vote upon reporting the bill to the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The remarks of the gen 
tleman are not in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I beg to say in reply to 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr..Mitter}—— 

{Cries of ** No!’ * No!”’] 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman tells us 
that he has at last found out what Virginia ab- 
stractions consist of. 

{Cries of ** Order!” ** Order!”’] , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to confine debate strictly within the rule. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Yares’s 
amendment: and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. LANE offered the following amendment: 

That the sum of $50,000 be appropriated for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Willamette river, in the Ter- 
ritory of Uregon. 


Mr. L. eaid: I have very little hopes, from the 
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result of the yotes upon the amendments that have 
been offered this morning, that this amendment 
will be adopted. I nevertheless know that the 
appropriation asked is a just and necessary one. 
Early in the session of the Legislative Assembly 
of Oregon, the Legislature passed a joint resolu- 
tion asking an appropriation of twice the sum I 
here ask for this very purpose. ‘The importance 
of the uninterrupted navigation of that river was 
known and felt by the Legislative Assembly of 
that Territory, and they have, therefore, appealed 
to you for the appropriation necessary to effect 
this object, so essential to the prosperity of the 
country, and, in the event of a war with the In- 
dians, 80 important to the transportation of troops 
and supplies of our army. 

1 ask for a small sum of money for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the only tributary of the 
Columbia river at all valuable for steamboat navi- 
gauon. This river empties into the Columbia 
about ninety miles from its mouth, The naviga- 
tion of the Columbia is uninterrupted for first- 
class vessels to the mouth of the Willamette, 
from whence large vessels ply for a distance of 
twenty miles up that river. At present, there ex- 
ist serious obstructions to the safe navigation of 
the last-mentioned river, capable of being removed 
at a comparatively slight expense to the General 
Government, and I trust that, in view of the im- 
portance of the commercial advantages of that 
river, the committee will waive their seeming de- 
termination not to permit any amendment to the 
bill before them, and grant the appropriation 
asked. It is in vain to think of the inhabitants of 
that Territory effecting the object for which this 
appropriation is asked. The pioneers of that 
country are unable, however willing they might 
be, to engage in such an enterprise. The Terri- 
tory | have the honor to represent here, has 
neither demanded nor received huge appro- 
priations for any purpose, nor has she asked for 
that not absolutely necessary to the immediate 
wants of the Territory. The amount asked by 
this amendment, it is true, is insufficient to the 
completion of the work, but if granted now, will 
insure a survey, &c., by which appropriations 
may hereafter be made, with a full knowledge of 
its importance, and the means necessary to the 
completion of the work. I repeat, therefore, that 
I hope the committee will waive their seeming 
purpose to pass this bill only as reported, and 
permit the amendment I have proposed to pass. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Lane’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved the following 
amendment: 


To strike ont 859,000, and insert $100,000 for the im- 
provement of the Des Moines rapids, ou the Mississippi 


Mr. R, said: The sam of $50,000 proposed by 
the committee to improve the Des Moines rapids, 
in the Mississippi river, is wholly inadequate and 
insufficient to accomplish that object. It is not 
sufficient for the expenditure of a single season. 
The Government has heretofore appropriated sums 
for the removal of these obstructions in the river. 
They have appropriated small sums, and by the 
time they have had their beats and materials ready 
to proceed to the work, the appropriations have 
heen exhausted, and nothing beneficial has been 
done. The rocks will have to be removed for sev- 
eral miles, and in doing so you can have the work 
roing on at the same time the entire distance, if 
the appropriation is sufficient to authorize it. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I would ask the 
gentleman, what length of time in the course of the 
year can you work upon the improvements in that 

lace? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Upon an average six 
months, some seasons more, and of course some 
jess: but the average about that time. For about 
three months, as a general thing, the river is ob- 
structed by ice, either being frozen over or float- 
ing ice. For two or three months, as a general 
thing, the water is too high; but from July until 
the first of December work can be performed on 
these obstructions. The fact that you have work 
done only a portion of the time is an argument in 
favor of increasing the appropriation proposed by 


the committee, and in favor of the amendment I | 
‘The experience of the past ought to | 


propose, ) , i ? 
satisfy the coramittee, if they have studied it, and 
studied it well, that this amount is too small to do 








to give to the West enough to be appropriated to 
contractors for the purpose of undertaking to do 
work, and to engineers and those who are in the 
pay of the Government and in its employment, gen- 
tlemen have accomplished it, and will accomplish 
but little else, 1 fear. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Fvxver] pro- 
—- an inquiry which, [ think, more properly 

ought to make of him. 


work can be done upon these improvements ? 

Mr. FULLER. Less than six months in the 

ear. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. {s the report made to 
you by men who have been upon the grounds op- 
erating upon this work? What extent of time do 
they say they can work there? 

{| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. We have 
had before us in determining this amount, the pre- 
cise time. It is less than six months, according 
to my recollection; but I cannot tell the exact time. 
I wish, however, to say, in reference to this matter, 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] 
that the amount appropriated, he will see by the 
terms of the bill, is for two chains—this work hav- 
ing been surveyed, and numbered, or named in 
specific divisions. The lower chain is at the lower 
part of the rapids, and the English chain is next 
above, and the gross amount, I think, which is ne- 
cessary to complete the work upon these two chains 
—and not the work for this one year, but actu- 
ally to complete it—would be between $60,000 and 
$70,000. The committee supposed that $50,000 
would be an ample sum to remove the obstructions 
that could be removed in one year at these points, 
which are the most serious obstructions to the 
navigation. 

Mr. HENN offered the following amendment: 

Strike out the word “ fifty,’? in the twenty-eighth line, 
and insertthe words ** sixty-six,’’? sothatit willread: ** For 
the improvement of the Des Moines rapids, in the Missis- 
sippiriver, at the lower and the English chain, 866,000.” 


Mr. H. said: Mr. Chairman, my object in of- 


fering that amendment is, to cover the estimates 
made by the Topographical Bureau, which esti- 


mates have been made, I believe, since the action | 


of the committee upon that subject. The com- 


[ would inquire of him, | 
what amount of time he has found it reported that | 
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mittee acted upon the old estimates principally. | 


On the 14th of last month, the Topographical Bu- 
reau had their attention called to the subject by 
the Senate committee. The head of that Depart- 
ment has made an estimate for the improvement 
of the Des Moines rapids, a part of which com- 
munication I wish to read to the House: 

‘Taking this data, and considering from former expe- 
rience, that preparations need not be made so long before- 
hand, [ have the honor to submit, in conformity with the 
letter of the Hon. Mr. HaMutn, an estimate for the current 
year, or for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1853..360,000 
Add ten per cent. for contingencies...........6005. 6,000 


BWM oii nccicnse ce 4s saansqaeen ve eee $66,000 | 
** But if it be considered desirable to work on both rapids 


at the same time, the double of this estimate would be more 
appropriate, say $132,000. 
**T beg leave to state that the better way is to operate on 


one of the rapids (the lower rapid) at a time, beginning at | 


the lower end, and gradually ascending as an adequate pas- 
sage is accomplished. 

** The boats, machinery, tools, and working materials, 
have to be preserved, while the work is suspended, and 


good responsibile men have to be kept in pay to aid in | 


watching over and preserving the boats, &c. On these ac- 
counts the ten per cent. for contingencies is added to the 
estimates. Respectfully submitted, 


“J.J. ABERT, 
* Colonel Corps of Topographical Engineers. 
* Hon. C. M. Conran, Secretary of War.” 

In regard to the time, Mr. Chairman, that can 
be profitably employed upon these rapids in one 
year, the Department estimates it at three months, 
and it estimates the necessary expenditure per 


month at $20,000, making $60,000 for the three | 


months. I would have liked very much to have 
had an appropriation in this bill for the upper or 
| Rock Island rapids, as well as the lower rapids, 
but inasmuch as the committee have seen fit only 
to provide for the lower rapids, and the Depart- 
ment is of the same opinion, I shall at the present 
time, I fear, be compelled to be satisfied, if I can 


get the amount increased for the lower rapids to | 


that estimated by the Topographical Bureau, to 
wit: $66,000. . 

I wish to say one word in connection with these 

| rapids, in order that the House, or that portion 

of the committee who have not examined the sub- 

|| ject, may understand the truth of what has been 


upon the rapids, to wit: ‘that it is necessary to 
blast a channel, through the rocks, two hundred 
feet wide, forthe whole length of the rapids.”’ 

This 1s not the case. The appropriation asked 
for is mainly for the purpose of straightening the 
channel by cutting off the ew of rocks that 
project, and to render thereby the channel, not 
only of greater width, but more easily navigated. 

I have a map here of the lower rapids, and also 
one of the upper rapids, and gentlemen who are 
interested in this question, if they will look at the 
map, will see what is the precise work necessary 
to remove these obstructions, and thereby not 
only render the great Father of Waters navigable 
for large boats, for an increased distance of more 
than five hundred miles, but which will save 
thousands upon thousands of dollars annually to 
the people of the Mississippi valley. I hope, Mr. 
Chairman, that the committee will at least give 
the smail increase I[ ask for this object. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Henw’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, proposed the 
following amendment: 

In the twenty-sixth line, after the words ‘‘ Des Moines,*? 
insert *‘and Rock river.”’ Strike out all after the word 
‘‘ river,’ in the twenty seventh line, to the word “ fifty”’ in- 
clusive, and insert **‘ one hundred.”’ 

Mr. C. said: I do not propose, sir, to take up 
any of the time of the committee in discussing this 
amendment, as there is no prospect of its prevail- 
ing. [ would beg leave to inform the committee 
that last fall there was a convention held at the 
city of Burlington, in the State of Iowa, when 
four States and one Territory—the Territory of 
Minnesota—were represented. ‘That convention 
memorialized Congress for an appropriation of 
money for the improvement of the Des Moines 
and Rock river rapids, as contemplated by the 
amendment I have just offered, which provides 
that $100,000 shall be appropriated for the im- 
provement not only of the Des Monies, but the 
Rock river rapids also. My object in offering the 
amendment is to carry out the intentions and 
views of that convention. I had thought that 
those who had the charge of the proceedings of 
the Burlington convention, and those to whose 
care they were confided, would have seen that a 
report upon the memorial would have been made 
to this House, that the importance of the objects 
embraced in the memorial might have been brought 
home to the members of the committee themselves, 
and that the attention of the country might have 
been attracted to the necessity, in a commercial 
point of view, of doing something towards remov- 
ing the obstructions at the points referred to. But 
in this I was disappointed. 

That memorial was quietly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Whether that committee 
deigned to take into consideration the memorial 
and request of that large convention, in which four 
States, all lying on the Mississippi river, were 
represented, is a matter which I do not pretend to 
express any opinion upon. It would seem from 
the appropriation that they had resorted to other 
modes of receiving information, than to the pro- 
ceedings of that convention. That convention, 
composed as it was of delegates of the most influ- 
ential and respectable character, representing four 
States and one Territory, was entitled, I appre- 
hend, to be heard with respect, not only by this 
House, but by that committee. My object, then, 
/ as [ said before, in offering the amendment, is to 
carry out, in some degree at least, the wishes of 


|| that convention, having an appropriation made, 
} 


any practical good there. If the intention is merely |) stated by some who have pretended to have been |! propriation was made, 


not only for the Des Moines rapids, but also for 
the improvement of the Rock river rapids. The 
| sum of $50,000 appropriated for the improvement 
of the Des Moines rapids, is wholly and entirely 
| inadequate. They could go on and improve all 
| the chains of the Des Moines rapids at the same 
time that they are improving the two chains des- 
ignated hy the committee, if they only had the 
means todo so. Where, then, will be the ad- 
vantage, if you improve one chain and leave 
another chain immediately above it, that forms an 
equal obstruction to the navigation of the river? 
What have you gained? What have you accom- 
plished? If you are going to make an appropria- 
tion, make it large enough to be of some advant- 
age, and that will apply immediately, and do not 
havethe work continued from time to time, leaving 
|| obstructions to be overcome in the navigation as 
| difficult and serious as they were before the ap- 


1882. 


I do not agree with the honorable chairman of | 
the committee, [Mr. Sermour,] that the improve- 
ment of the natural channel is an experiment, and 
that the $50,000 appropriated in the bill is suffi- 
cient for that purpose. The committee had before 
them the report of Lieutenant Lee, in which he 
shows that the improvement of the natural chan- 
nel is not only practicable, but preferable to ali 
other modes. And the correctness of that report 
has never been questioned, except by those who 
have an interest to subserve, in preventing the 
improvement of the rapids altogether, that they 
may continue to profit by a continuance of the 
obstructions. [ say, sir, that their improvement, 
in the manner indicated, has ceased to be an ex- 
periment. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Camp- 
BELL’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
the eighth item of the bill by striking out 
**$75,000,’ and inserting ** $150,000,” so as to 
make it read: 

For opening a ship channel of sufficient capacity to ac 
commodate the wants of commerce through the most con- 
venient pass leading from the Mississippi river inte the 
Gulf of Mexico, $159,009. 

Mr. M. said: In offering this amendment, [I am 
not influenced by any factious motive; neither do 
I wish to condemn the action of the committee at 
all. [ suppose, sir, they perceived that a bill had 
passed the Senate making an appropriation of 
$75,000 for this object, and they took it for granted 
that that sum would be sufficient. If they had 
taken into consideration the immense amount of 
commerce which goes through that channel—being 
within a fraction of $54,000,000 to foreign coun- 
tries, probably a like amount coast-wise outwards 
and half that amount inward—I feel very confi- 
dent that they would have put down the sum 
which [ now propose, or more. This subject 
has attracted the attention of the public, because 
one of the principal channels has been used, for 
several years past, as a ship-channel. The bar 
has been gradually increasing until now ships of 
the larger class, that formerly navigated there 
freely, are entirely prevented from entering the 
Mississippi. If the members of this committee 
will notice a document that has been laid before 
them, they will see that the largest class of ships 
have been detained there from five to forty days. 
I am impelled by a sense of duty to offer this 
amendment, because I believe that the sum appro- 
priated in this bill is totally insufficient to do any | 
efficient work, even during the present season; 
but I will state, that if the committee is determined 
to make no amendment, I shall be satisfied. \| 

The question was then taken on Mr. Moore’s || 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. || 

Mr. MOORE then moved to amend the ninth 
item of the bill, which reads as follows: 

** For removing the raft of Red river, $50,000,” 


by adding thereto the following: 


To be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, who shall contract for keeping the navigation free 
for the space of two years after the removal of said raft. 


Mr. M. said: [ do not desire to increase the 
sum. I believe it is. as much as could be conve- 
niently expended this season. I offer that amend- 
ment because it is according to the recommenda- 
tion of Captain Shreve, who, I will venture to 
assert here, was the most efficient and practical 
engineer that has ever been employed . these 
United States. Unless something of this kind is 
done, any appropriations made towards clearing 
that raft will finally prove inefficient. 

In 1839 Captain Shreve recommended that a 
slight appropriation should be made to keep the 
channel open for two years. Had that appropria- 
tion been then made, there would have been now 
no necessity whatever for making any appropria- 
tion. I do not know that I can convey to the | 


minds of this committee anything like a descrip- | 


tion of the country around this raft; but I will en- 
deavor to do so, and to show the reason why it 
becomes absolutely necessary to keep that part of 
the river open for a year or two-after the raft is | 
removed. Above this raft (which is an accumu- 
lation of drift timber) the river is pretty wide, 
and is navigable for five or six hundred miles at 
high water. Atthat point it suddenly becomes 


narrower. Just above the raft the high lands on | 
the western side recede, leaving a wide valley, and | 
again touch the river at Shreveport. Along the || great importance of it, I have not, however, the || never been less than $10 
foot of these high lands there is a chain of bayous || kind of information before me which is necéssary | complete it. It ie a work suggested by the Coast 
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and lakes. These lakes, or portions of them, | 
were, as [ suppose, formerly the valleys of the 
bayous or rivulets which drained the high lands, 
and were formed into lakes by the action of the 


| former raft below Shreveport, which backed up 


the water and formed deposits at their outlets. | 
judge this, because there are many standing trees 
in these lakes. The action of the raft has thrown 
the current over the bank, just at the head of this 
raft, and cut out small channels. The great body 
of the water flows out there and comes in again 
in two channels, just above the town of Shreve- 
port. The peculiar quality of this river is, that 
its waters contain large quantities of sediment 
that has gradually deposited and partially filled 
up the old channel of the river between these 
points. The banks, therefore, are of a loose, 
alluvial nature; and if kept open for two years, 
will gradually cut out its natural channel, and 
keep it entirely clear of drift, as it does now below 
Shreveport, where probably the greater portion of 
the original raft lay. I think the amendment ne- 
cessary, and hope that it will be adopted. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Moore’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SCURRY moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the following item: 

‘** For a survey of the harbor at the mouth of Trinity river, 
Texas, $3,000,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

For a survey of Trinity river, Texas, including the bar 
at the mouth, $3,000, 

Mr. 8. said: It will be apparent to the commit- 
tee that [ do not propose to increase the amount 
of the appropriation. I merely desire to correcta 
mistake which has been made in this item by the 
Committee on Commerce. There is no harbor at 
the mouth of Trinity river, but there is a bar there 
which obstructs the navigation of the river, for 
which this appropriation is intended. I believe 


| that the appropriation will be sufficient to continue 


the survey as far as it is necessary to be made. 
I have no complaint to make of the action of the 
Committee on Commerce upon this subject. The 
appropriation is sufficient to satisfy me, if it is 
changed so as to secure the object for which it is 
intended, 

Mr. SEYMOUR. 


I rise merely to say that 


| this amendment is one which ought to be adopted. 


The statement made by the gentleman from Texas 
is correct. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Scur- 
Ry’s amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, offered the following 


| amendment to the bill: 


For survey of harbor at the mouth of the St. John’s river 
and Appalachicola bay, $2,000. 


Mr. C. said: Mr. Chairman, it was my pur- 
pose to have asked this House for an appropri- 
ation for the purpose of improving these harbors, 
but the committee and the House seem determined 
not to grant appropriations of this kind without 
such detailed information as itis not in my power 
now to give. lam collecting that information. 
Memorials have been sent to Congress at different 


times, and there is a good deal of information in | 


the Department bearing on this subject, but it is 


| not of a character which I believe would induce 


| the House to make the appropriations necessary 

| to improve those harbors. I now ask for an ap- 
propriation of $2,000 for each of these harbors— 
at the mouth of the St. John’s and of the Appa- 
lachicola, for the purpose of surveys. 

If the obstruction at the mouth of the St. John’s 
river should be removed—and I believe it can be 
for a very moderate sum—it would open the nav- 

| igation of that river for two hundred miles. There 
is a point on the St. John’s river at which we can 
approach the navigation on the Gulf of Mexico 
about sixty miles; and if this appropriation at the 
| mouth of the river should be deemed practicable— 
and I believe it will be so found—it will shorten 
| the transit across the isthmus of Florida very ma- 
terially. Itis for that reason that I ask an ap- 
ee of $2,000, which, I understand, will 
| be sufficient for the survey. The city of Appa- 
lachicola is the third in importance on the Gulf of 
, Mexico. The exports from that city amount to 
about $10,000,000 annually, and if it were in any 
| other locality, | need not say to this House how 


, improvement of that harbor consequent upon the 


large an amount would have been obtained for the | 
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to influence the action of the House in regard to 
that harbor, and therefore | only ask for the smal! 
ap yropriation of $2,000 for a survey. 

trust, sir, that in consideration of the modera- 
tien of my request, and in consideration of the 
fact that | represent twelve hundred miles of sea- 
coast, if there is anything national anywhere, it 
seems to me this improvement is national. [ ask 
for this small appropriation, and nothing less, and 
I hope this committee will grant it 

The question now being upon the adoption of 
the amendment, 

Mr. CABELL demanded tellers; but they were 
not ordered. ty 

The question was then put upon the amend- 
ment, and upon a division there were—ayes 34, 
noes 40; no quorum voting. ; 

[Cries of ** Call the rol! 7 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, 
the Chair thinks he has the ri¢ht to order tellers. 

Messrs. Henpvricws and Harr were appointed 
as tellers; and the question being again put, it was 
decided in the negauve—ayes 55, noes 76. 

So theamendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BELL. 1 offer the following amendment 
to the bill: 

For the connection of the Cumberland road, weet of 
Springtield, in the State of Ohio, $200,000, to be expended 
on the present surveyed and located line between the said 
town of Springfield, Ohio, and the Indiana State line 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. BELL. From that decision I take an ap- 
veal, 

The CHAIRMAN. 


submits an 


The gentleman from Ohio 
amendment for the construction of 
the Cumberland read between the town of Spring- 
field, Ohio, and the Indiana Stateline. The Chair 
decides the amendment to be out of order. From 
that decision the gentleman from Ohio takes an 
appeal. The question now is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commiit- 
tee ? 

The question was then taken, and the decision 
of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana. I do not think 
the committee could have understood the object of 
the amendment submitted by mea short ume ago, 
or they would have agreed toit. I offer the follow- 
ing as a proviso to that clause of the bill providing 
for the removal of the Red river raft: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War shall be authorized 
to contract for keeping the navigation of said river open at 
that point for one year after the removal of said raft. 


The CHAIRMAN. At what portion of the 
bill does the gentleman propose to insert his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MOORE. 
line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have 
passed that clause of the bill, and it is notin order 
to refer back to it. 

Mr. APPLETON, of Maine, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

After the word “ harbor,” in the forty-fourth line, insert 
*¢ #10,000,"* so that the section will read: For a break 
water at Richmond Island harbor, $10,000; and for re 
pairing the breakwater at Portland harbor, Maine $10,000. 

Mr. A. said: Mr. Chairman, I do not offer this 
amendment for the purpose of making a speech on 
it. Still less do I offer it for the purpose of em- 
barrassing the bill. I cannot say, as the gentle- 
man from Ohio did yesterday, that upon the fate 
of my amendment will depend my vote upon the 
bill; for my vote will not be determined by any 
such consideration. I shall consider the measure 
as it may present itself when the final vote is taken 
on it, and shall then act with relation to it as, on 
the whole, I think it deserves. But the billis open 
to improvement; and I offer my amendment in 
good faith, in order to improveit. 

There are two works mentioned in the clause 
under consideration, both of which are recognized 
by the committee as coming within the scope and 
principles of the bill. But the appropriation in- 
serted for them is wholly me oe to do them 
justice; and neither of them can be omitted with- 
out doing wrong to the commerce of that part 
of the country to which they apply. One of them 
—Richmond Island harbor—is intended to com- 

plete a harbor of refuge on the Atlantic coast, 
where nature has almost completed it already. The 
|| estimiate for this work by the Department has 
000, and no less sum will 


At the end of the thirty-ninth 
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Survey; and in which New York and Massachu- | 
setts, and every State which sends ships along the | 


coast of Maine, is mterested almost as much as 
Maine itself; and to neglect it now would be to 
neglect one of the most important works which 
the bill contains. 

The other work—the breakwater on Staniford’s 
Ledge—is an old work, which requires comple- 
tion. In its present condition it may be produc- 


tive of mischief, because, at the end of the com- | 


pleted portion of it, anumber of rocks have been 
submerged, which have been found inconvenient, 
being concealed from view to vessels entering the 
harbor. The estimate for this work, embodied in 
the river and harbor bill of the last Congress, was 
$20,000; and I suppose the committee must have 
tutended to make some appropriation for it this 
year. Yet! do not see how they intended to di- 
vide the sum appropriated between the two works 
embraced in the clause; and I do not see how the 
Secretary of War is to divide it. I have not time 
to examine this subject fully; wut it is surely good 
policy, in the case of a small work like either of 
inese, to assign money enough to finishethem at 
once, and not allow them to drag along for years, 
and thus increase the cost by delaying them. [I 
hope the committee themselves will vote for this 
amendment, and that it may be adopted. The 
State of Maine has only a small amount in this 
bill, at best; but I do not offer to amend the bill 
on that account, but because the amendment is 
right in itself, and is demanded by the very prin- 
ciples upon which the committee have proceeded 
in granting this bill, 


The question was taken upon Mr. ArpLeton’s 


amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. BISSELL. 
appropriations in this bill for the breakwater at 


Richmond Island harbor, and forthe repair of the 
breakwater at Portland harbor, were recommended | 


by the Department? 

Mr. FULLER. 
mated for. 

Mr. BISSELL. 
man 
question 

‘The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman intends 
to submit any remarks, he must first submit his 
amendment ? 

Mr. BISSELL. 
lowing amendment: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Waukegan, in the 
State of THinois, $11,000. 

I would now, as a preliminary to the few words 
I have to say upon this amendment, like to ask 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Futter] again if 
the $10,000 appropriated im this bill for a break- 
water at Richmond Island harbor, and the repair- 


Yes, sir; they have been esti- 


I now desire to ask the chair- 


Very well; I submit the fol- 


ing the breakwater in the Portland harbor was | 
recommended by the Department the present ses- | 


sion of Congress ? 

Mr. FULLER. 
gentleman as to whether this appropriation was 
recommended the present session or not. I do 
not know. 

Mr. BISSELL. I should now like to address 
the same question to the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, whether this appro- 
priation was recommended by the head of the 
proper Department the present session ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I will say, 
in reply to the gentleman, that there were no 
printed estimates sent us for appropriations for 
these two works. There was a general item in 
those estimates for repairs and improvements 
upon the Atlantic coast. We have cut that item 
down considerably—it is the last item in the bill 
but one—and appropriated $10,000, a portion of 
which is to be applied to the breakwater at Port- 
land harbor, or so much as may be necessary to 
repair that work. So far as the other work is 
coneerned, we learned, upon consultation at the 
Department, that it was a valuable work, and 
should be made. There were also numerous me- 
morials and petitions upon the subject of con- 
structing this work. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then, as I understand it, 
there were no specific recommendations from the 
Department for this particular case. 

Mr. FULLER. Then you do not understand 
itright. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. BISSELL. I thought that was what the 
gentleman said. 


Mr. FULLER. There have been recommend- 


I desire to know whether the 


of the Committee on Commerce the same | 


I am not able to answer the | 





ations from the Department for this appropriation, 


commendations to the present session. 
Mr. BISSELL. Then I am to understand that 


Department, but not at this session. Now, here- 


tofore it has been a sufficient reason for the chair- | 


man of the Committee on Commerce, [Mr. Sey- 
mour,} and his colleague upon that committee, 
(Mr. Fwiier,) to reject all amendments when 


they could rise and say the appropriation was not | 


recommended by the Department. 

Mr. FULLER. I have made no such state- 
ment. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon, and will except him from the charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that the gentleman is not confining his remarks to 
the amendment offered by himself. 
man must restrict his remarks to the explanation 
of that amendment. 


Mr. BISSELL. 





The Chair will remark | 


The gentle- | 
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' | bors of refuge, or at least one harbor of refuge; 
but I said I did not know whether there were re- 


I am giving a reason why the | 


amendment should be adopted. Now, my amend- | 


ment proposes an appropriation of $11,000 for the 
improvement of the harbor upon Lake Michigan 
in Illinois. The Department has at the present 


session, in the strongest manner, urged upon the | 


committee to appropriate $10,000 for that very 
harbor in the State of Illinois. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 
printed estimates ? 
Mr. BISSELL. No, sir; but by a written letter 


Were they by 


did the Department strongly urge upon the com- | 
mittee to make an appropriation of $10,000 for the | 


harbor of Waukegan in Illinois. 
but the last bill, of a similar kind to this, which 
passed this House, contained an appropriation of 
$10,000 for that barbor. When 
put upon the bill an amendment of a few hundred 
or thousand dollars for any improvement in the 
West, the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce is very much in the habit of rising and say- 
ing—and I admit the argument is good as far as it 


goes—they cannot'admit that amendment, because | 


the Department has not recommended it. Now, 
it is admitted right here, upon the spot, that they 
have made an appropriation for works which the 


Department has made no recommendation for this | 


session. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Not by me. The 
gentleman entirely misunderstands me. I say it 


was recommended by the Department. 


Mr. BISSELL. There is no misunderstanding | 


between us. [ admit that heretofore sucha recom- 
mendation may have been made; but this session 
no recommendation was made to the committee, 
and the committee take the responsibility; and I 
do not know but it is right to put in $10,000 for 
those two little harbors; but I know, at the same 


| time, that the Department did strongly urge the 


necessity of a harbor at Waukegan, and the com- 
mittee rejected it. Now,I hope the House will 
hear no more of that argument. I hope this 
amendment will be adopted. 


more than the Department recommended. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. 


strenuously urged, considering the reference he 


has made to the Committee on Commerce, needs | 


a single word in the way of reply. 


The harbor of Waukegan was brought to the | 
The friends of the | 


attention of the committee. 
appropriation brought to us from the Topograph- 
ical Bureau a survey of that harbor, estimates, 
and a statement that if improvements were made 
there, it would make a good harbor; but the com- 
mittee declined putting it into the bill, and for this 
reason: Chicago is the great center of commerce 
for that part of the lakes. We found that Chi- 
cago needed an appropriation of a considerable 
amount for the repairs of her harbor, although she 
had received over $200,000 before for that pur- 
pose, and we recommended an appropriation for 
Chicago. 

The next large point or center of commerce, as 


we proceed northward upon that lake, is Milwau- | 


kie, the great port of Wisconsin, which lies eighty 
or ninety miles, I believe, further north. We 
recommended a considerable appropriation for 
that harbor, and it was also recommended by the 
Department. Now, between those two large 
points or centers of commerce, it was established 
to the satisfaction of the committee that steamers, 
as well as sail vessels, in passing would need har- 


Not only that, | 


we attempt to | 


It is but for $1,000 || 


The amendment which the | 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bissett} has so || 


and upon the principle we have acted, as I stated 


|| in opening this discussion, we recommended an 


; || appropriation for a harbor of refuge. 
this appropriation has been recommended by the | 


Racine and 
Southport lay between those two places. Both 
have heretofore received appropriations, and works 
were in progress, but needed something more to 
finish them. Racine, from its position, has a har- 
bor which, under certain circumstances connected 
with the storms upon the lakes, would answer a 
better purpose asa harbor of refuge than any other; 
and the committee deemed it for the general inter- 
est of commerce that those two harbors between 
Chicago and Milwaukie should be completed, 
rather that we should make an appropriation for 
the commencement of a new work at Waukegan. 
There were circumstances arising out of the posi- 
tion of Waukegan itself that would render it, in 
our opinion, inferior as a harbor of refuge to either 
of the others | have referred to. The reason is 
this: Waukegan lies upon the dead face of the 
lake shore. It has, we understand, no indenta- 
tion for a harbor, no river of any size empties in 
there; whereas at Racine there is a river which 
helps to form a harbor, and a point of land juts 
} out into the lake that affords protection from 
storms. At Southport, too, there is a small lake 
or bayou near the shore, and the improvement 
already begun contemplates the use of that bayou 
as a harbor of refuge. This work when com- 
| pleted will form one of the best harbors of that 
kind on the lake. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bisse.u’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SMART offered the following amendment: 

For the construction of a breakwater at the mouth of 
Rockland harbor, in the State of Maine, $25,000. 
| Mr. S. said: There has been no estimate sub- 
| mitted for this appropriation, but I have yet to 
learn that we sit here as a House of Representa- 
tives, merely to record the edicts of a Department. 
I think, sir, if [ can satisfy gentlemen that this 
appropriation ought to be made, that this House 
will take the liberty to act, whether the Depart- 
ment has acted or not. I wish to say that I have 
received a petition, and presented itto this House, 
of some eight hundred names, asking for this ap- 
propriation. That petition was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. I believe no action has 
been had upon it by that committee. 

I offer this amendment in good faith, and hope 
it will pass. I will say to the House, that the 
State of Maine has less in this appropriation bill 
than almost any other State in the Union. She 
has only $16,000 out of an appropriation of 
$1,500,000. A fair appropriation would give her 
$50,000 out of thatsum. I will frankly say, I 
cannot vote for a bill so unjust to my State. 

To the harbor of Rockland, I desire to calf the 
attention of gentlemen. Rockland is a commer- 
cial and lime-burning town of nearly six thousand 
inhabitants, and is one of the most flourishing 
towns in Maine. The harbor of Rockland is sit- 
uated on the southwest part of Penobscot Bay, 
\| and is the last town at which vessels touch in pro- 
ceeding from the cities and towns on the Penob- 
scot Bay and river, on their way to Boston, New 
York, and southern ports. 

The harbor is now exposed to easterly and 
southeasterly storms, by which vessels are often 
driven ashore, and great losses sustained. Ships 
of the largest size are built at Rockland, and more 
lime is manufactured and exported from this town, 
than from any other town in the United States. 1 
establish, then, I think, a strong case, and I ask 
gentlemen of this committee to decide upon its mer- 
its, without regard to the despotic edicts of the De- 
partment. If I can satisfy this House that the 
appropriation should be made, I ask the House to 
make it, and not goto a Bureau, and ask them for 
their opinion. The opinion of this House is worth 
something upon a question of this kind, and if I 
make out a case demanding the appropriation, I 
|| ask the House to give me this appropriation. I 
claim it, in the name of a State that has been dealt 
unjustly by in this bill, in my judgment. IT claim 
it because it is as meritorious a case as can be 
found from the first line of the bill to the last. 

There is another harbor in the district I repre- 
sent—the harbor of Searsport—which has better 
| claims than many that are provided for in this 

bill; and if river and harbor bills are to pass, I 
hope the citizens of Searsport will forward their 
petitions to Congress. The citizens of. Rockland 




















have petitioned, and I ask, at this time, that their 
prayer be granted. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Maine. I do not oppose t so much from the 
amount he requires, as from the simple fact that I 
am desirous to see some places left out of this bill, 
for the purpose of giving force and power to pass 
ene other bill, which | hope to see introduced into 
this House at its next session, for about the same 
amount. I consider that the friends of the im- 
provements of our harbors and rivers have here- 
tofore dene much towards defeating all such meas- 
ures by adding amendments to any reported bill 
until the ameunts become so large, and also em- 
bracing so many locations of a doubtful national 
character, that no sane man could vote for them. 
1 am confident, sir, that the real friends of these 
bills must come up to the point of sustaining the 
bill reported by the Committee on Commerce, and 
reject all amendments of much amount, or they 
will see this bill increased to an amount which 
will sink it to the same level with all of its prede- 
eessors for the last fourteen years. I feel con- 
strained to call upon all common-sense business 
men to pursue @ more reasonable and consistent 
course upon the bill now before this committee, 
and to bring it to a vote upon its merits. It is of 
too much importance to the interest of this really 
great commercial nation to be lost from year to 
year by factious opposition of individuals, whe 
claim to be in favor of the principle. 


We have a bill now before us which has been | 
reported by a standing committee of this tiouse, 


amounting to about $1,500,000, which I think suf- 
ficiently large to recommence this long-neglected 
system of improvements. 

Those rivers and harbors which are not em- 
braced in this bill, will lay a good foundation for 
a bill at our next session; and allow me to appeal 
to all gentlemen upon this floor, who desire to see 
the system prevail, to abandon all their eppesition 
to this bill, and come up with an henest support 
of the committee, and the bill which they have 
reported. 

And in proof of my own sincerity, allow me to 
say that | have four ports in my Congressional 
district, upon Lake Erie on one side, and the Al- 
ferany river upon the other, all of which have 
been surveyed by the General Government, and 
more or less outlay has been made upon these 
improvements. And this bill only provides for 
one of them, and | have refused to move any 
amendment to this bill to bring them in, for fear 
of embarrassing this bill, and being the means, 
with others, of killing this bill. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Smart, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to strike out the 
following: 

<‘ For the breakwater at Richmond Island harbor, and 
repairing the breakwater in Portland harbor, $10,000.” 

Mr. R. said: Mr. Chairman, if it is a good rea- 
son why weshould not amend a bill, that the pro- 
posed amendment has not been recommended by 
the proper Department, it isa good reason why 
the Committee on Commerce should not put in 
anything which was not recommended by the De- 
partment. I want to make the rule alike applic- 
able to all cases, and make it operate upon the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Fuiver,] who is a 
member of the committee, as it operates upon me. 

Mr. FULLER. What is the rule? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If it isa good reason 
why we should not insert amendments in the bill 
for the Illinois river, the Cumberland, the Tennes- 
see, because they have not been recommended this 
year, it isa ool reason that the committee should 
pot put in anything that was not so recommended. 

Mr. FULLER. In all cases where an appro- 
priation has been made at some previous time, 
there has been a recommendation, giving particu- 
lars of the work. I suppose the recommendations 
are not likea white bird’s egg, which rots the first 

ear. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not understand 
the point of the gentleman’s wit. If I did [ would 
reply to him. 

Tery many of the appropriations that have been 
proposed to be added to this bill by gentlemen 
representing western States, have been recom- 
mended heretofore by the Department; for instance, 
‘the one recommended by the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky, [Mr. Warp,] for the Cumberland river, 
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has been recommended by the Department, and 
placed in the bills of this House, year afier year, 
for halfa dozen years in succession, and yet the 
Committee on Commerce tells us it has not been 
recommended this year, and therefore it is a good 
reason why it should not be in. I want the rule 
applied to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Fuu- 
LER] as well as myself. 

I want to see whether the gentleman is willing 
to stand by the principles that he says governed 
him in acting upon this bill. The chairman tells 
us the reason of the omission of an appropriation 
for Waukegan was, that there were other ports 
convenient to tt. ‘here are ports convenient to 
the one in Maine, which I have indicated as pro- 
vided for in the bill which I shall 
eut. 


move to strike 
There are more reasons why appropriations 
should be made for improvements upon the lakes 
aud rivers of the West than for those upon the 
sea-board provided for in this bill, I ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine what population will be ac- 
commodated by his improvement? 
considerable port there? 

Mr. APPLETON. That harbor of refuge at 
Richmond Island will accommodate every mer- 
chant, ship-owner, and mariner, who has occasion 
to traverse the Atlantic ocean, aloig the eastern 
coast of Maine. [t costs but $10,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So will any other port 
on the Atlantic where ships go. 


Mr. APPLETON. 


{s there any 


You cannot find another 


| point upon the Atlantic in that region, which will 


| of a pier at the harbor of Waukegan, 


answer the same purposes. 
uge pecultarly. 

Mr. ORR. Lam opposed to the amendment, 
bat L do nat propose to debate it. I will only re 
quest the Chair to rigidly enforce the rule here- 
after, when amendments are offered, and to con- 
fine gentlemen to explanations of their amend- 
ments. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to do so, strictly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Mace and Cuineman 
were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Ricuarpson was disagreed to, the 
tellers having reported—ayes 6, noes not counted. 

Mr. MOLONY. I the 
amendment: 


For the construction of a breakwater and the erection 
£12,000 


It is a harber of ref- 


The Chair will endeavor 


propose following 


Mr. Chairman, my object in offering this 
amendment, is to correct a statement of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, that Wau- 
kegan, as a harbor of refuge—such as it can be 
made at a trifling expense—would be inferior to 
others in the vicinity provided for by the bill be- 
fore us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to an explanation of his particu- 
lar amendment. 

Mr. MOLONY. IL intend to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is now too late to vin- 
dicate the Department. 

Mr. MOLONY. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce ventured an opinion here, 
that the harbors in the immediate vicinity ef Waun- 
keran were better for refuge than this could be 
made. The chairman did not see fit to give to us 
the reasons upon which that opinion was based. 
But, sir, [ state that it is right in the face of an opin- 
ion entertained by the head of the Topographical 
Corps, officially given to the Committee on Com- 
merce; which opinion is founded, not as the chair- 
man’s was, by looking at the map two thousand 
miles from the port in question, but, sir, is the re- 


| sult of an actual survey; which survey, Colonel 


. . v . 
Abert tells the committee is conclusive in his 


| mind of two things, viz: First, that a harbor of ref- 


uge is much needed there; and second, that said 
harbor can be constructed, and a better one for 
refuge than any one on Lake Michigan, and for 
about one half of the money that has been esti- 
mated for any other one on said lake. Yet with 
no evidence before the Committee on Commerce, 
other than what was furnished by the Topograph- 
ical Bureau, which was most emphatic in favor of 
this appropriation, the chairman rises up here, 
and gives his opinion that this would not be as good 
a harbor of refuge as others in the vicinity. 
Such, Mr. Chairman, are the facts in this case. 


‘ The chairman of the Committee on Commerce | 
| has declared, again and again, that the rule which |! 
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governed his committee in making up this bill, 
was the estimates of the Department. Yet, sir, 
the longitude of Waukegan is too far west to have 
the benefit of that rule. But in contempt of their 
own rule, this port is left out of their bill, while 
little points cast of the Alleganies, for which ne 
eslimate has been submitted by the Department, 
have been included. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Mat ONY Was rejected. 

Mr. CABELL. 
ment: 

For the survey of the harbors 


John’s river and at the 
23,00 — 81500 for each. 


l offer the fellowing amend- 


at the mouth of the St. 
nouth of the Appalachicola river, 


Mr. Chairman, [ believe that this ap 
for appropriation was not entirely understood, or 
{[ am sure it would have been adopted when it was 
last submitted to the consideration of the 
mittee. The St. John’s 
about two hundred but at its mouth there 
is a bar which materially obstructs naviration. 
At the town of Jacksonville, which is about twenty 
miles from the mouth of the river, there are now 
fourteen large steam saw-mills, and more in the 
process of construction. 


lication 


com 
river ts navivable for 


miles, 


They cut, f understand, 
at least thirty millions of feet of lumber annu ally, 
which is more than is cut at the town of Wilming- 
ton, on the Cape Fear river. Besides this, there 
is an annual exportation of ten millions of feet of 
range timber from that nlace. From the know!- 
edge of these facts, the committee may estimate 
the shipping that will be necessary to this busi 
ness. 


I stated before that I did not ask fora large 
appropriation for the improvement of this harbo 
because [ had not all the data essential. I simply 
ask an appropriation of $1,500, for the purpose 
of making a survey of the mouth of the river. I 
mentioned before, that if this harbor were im- 
proved it would give a steamboat of the largest 
class navigation at one pone within about sixty 
miles of the navigable waters of the Gulf, and that 
it would facilitate and shorten the transit across 
the peninsula. 

i may state further, that the light-house at the 
mouth of the St. John’s river is in 


rreat da wer 
of being destroyed, for the want of a survey and 
an appropriation for the improvement of the har- 
bor. If the harbor be improved, as is recommend- 
ed by those who have examined the coast of 
Florida, it will tend to preserve the licht-house. 

The importance of the town of Appalachicola is 
known to commercial gentlemen from the north- 
ern and eastern States. The exportation of that 
town is about $10,000,000. All that is asked by 
this amendment is an appropriation of $1,500 for 
the survey of the harbor at the mouth of the Ap- 
palachicola river, on which is situated the town of 
Appalachicola. [ appeal to gentlemen to give this 
appropriation. There was nothing in the bill of 
the last session of Convress for us. I could not 
get anything in it for my State. IT ask the com 
mittee to show that there is no ground for the 
charge that this bill is sectional in its character. 
{ have not the constitutional scruples that gentle- 
men have in regard to many of these works of 
improvement upon the coast. But whatever be 
the constitutional scruples of gentlemen, [ do not 
hesitate to say, that if there is anything constitu - 
tional in the system, it is the kind of improve- 
ment | now ask. The harbor is almost without 
the jurisdiction of the State. To improve it, 
would be as constitutional as to improve any point 
in the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay het ween 
Norfolk and Old Point. I trust the committee will 
allow this small appropriation. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to, there being, 
ayes 26, noes not counted. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
following amendment: c 

For the purchase of the outstanding shares of stock in the 
Louisville and Portland Canal Company held by private 


individuals, provided the same shall not cost more than 
#230 per share, 2250,000, 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I 


question of order upon this amendment. 


upon a division— 


rise to a 

It is not 
germane to the bill, as it provides for the purchase 
of stock of a company. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains 
doubts as to whether the amendment is in order: 
but so many propositions have been entertained 
with reference to that canal, the Chair could not 
well rule it out of order. 
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Mr. MARSHALL. The very object of the 
amendment ia to facilitate river navigation there. 
i have but to say that in the speech which | made 
a few days ago, ! stated the exact condition of 
that property; $250,000 will free that canal and 
relieve the commerce of the Ohio river from the 
burden of $25,000 which it will have to pay under 
existing arrangements by a tax upon that com- 
merce. Ido not choose to waste the time of the 
committee 

{ trust that the proposition will pass, and that 
gentlemen who vote for these appropriations for 
various localities will remember that this proposi- 
tion is one mn which some thirteen or fourteen 
States are interested. 

Mr. MARSHALL demanded tellers; which 
were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr, Man- 
sHaLy’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

The following section was then read by the 
Clerk: 


‘For the protection of Great Brewster Island in the har 
bor of Boston, 30,000,” 


Mr. APPLETON, of Massachusetts. 
to strike out $30,000 and insert $50,000. 

Mr, Chairman, in the year 1848 an appropri- 
ntion of $40,000 was made for the protection of 
the Great Brewster, on condition that the island 
should be ceded to the United States. ‘The city 
of Boston purchased the island and ceded it to 
the Government, by an act of the Legislature of 
Massachusetts giving jurisdiction. The work was 
commenced in 3849, and suspended m 1850 for the 
wantof funds. From personal observation I state 
ihat no meonsiderable portion of the work was 
destroyed by the gale in March, 1851, and by the 
action of the sea, the work being left in an unfin- 
ished state. The object of this appropriation is 
the protection of the channel to the largest, or one 
of the largest naval depéts in the United States 
and the harbor of Boston. The present position 
of the channel has been placed before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce by scientific engineers In the 
service of the Government. ‘The Great Brewster 
is an island situated at the entrance of the harbor 
of Boston and Charlestown, on the north side of 
the channel, and forms a natural breakwater of 
about three thousand yards, covering Nantasket 
Roads, containing nearly forty acres. The eastern 
side of the island is exposed to the direct action of 
the sea, and is rapidly washing away. Its bank 
on that side is very high and nearly vertical. The 
highest point of the hill is on the west of this 
bank, showing that at least the half of the island 
has disappeared within a few years. This island 
forms one side of the channel, opposite to which 
is one of the most efficient forts in the United 
States, lately built at a great expense. Shoulda 
new channel be formed by the washing of this 
island, this battery might become useless. 1 am 
assured by General Totten that I cannot too 
strongly advocate an appropriation sufficient to 
secure the object, which he thinks can be accom- 
plished for $50,000. 

The question was then taken on My. Arpie- 
Tron’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. MOREHEAD moved that the committee 


rise, 


I move 


The question was then put, and it was not 
arreed to. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. SCUDDER. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


For a breakwater at Great Point, Nantucket, Massachu- 
setts, $25,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed is for 
an appropriation for the purpose of erecting a 
breakwater at Nantucket Point near the northeast 
end of the island of that name. This appropria- 
tion is for ene of the cases, among many others, 
which the committee have seen fit to leave out of 
their bill, I will endeavor, very briefly, as I must 
under the limited time, to show the public expedi- 
ency and necessity of this appropriation. 1 do 
not ask it as some appropriations are asked for, 
where there has been no survey and estimate. 
There was a survey and estimate in this case as 


“> 


early as 1827, under the authority of the Govern- 
ment. The lowest estimate for a breakwater of 
convenient length, that would shelter twenty-five 
or more vessels, is $250,000. It is a work of 
magnitude and great importance, not only to Mas- 
sachusetts, but to the whole country. “The pro- 


posed structure is to be at the east end of the |, 


Vineyard Sound. This Sound is on the coast 
of Massachusetts, extending about sixty miles 
from one part of the Atlantic to another. It is 
bounded on the south and east by a group of 
islands, of which Nantucket is one, and on the 
north and west principally by the continent. Itis 
from four to thirty milesin width and incumbered 
with many shoals, bars, and ledges. At the east 
end of this Sound, and in an easterly direction, 
the Nantucket shoals extend ont to agreat distance. 
The navigation over these shoals is exceedingly 
dangerous at certain seasons of the year, depend- 
ing much upon the winds and udes. There is no 
harbor of refuge nearer to them, for vessels going 
through what is called the south channel, than 
Holmes’s Hole, which is about forty-five miles to 
the west. At the inclement seasons of the year, 
in order to get safely over the shoals, it is neces- 
sary for vessels to avail themselves of the first of 
southerly winds and favorable tides. ‘They fre- 
quently leave Holmes’s Hole with a tair wind and 
prospect, and by the time they arrive at the shoals 
the wind ceases, or tide makes ahead, and they 
are left to point their way back again, or navigate 
the dangerous passes in the night and storms. | 
need not say that they are frequently driven to 
sea or shipwrecked in making this attempt. 

If the contemplated breakwatyr were erected 
80 as to form a harbor at Nantucket Point, near 
these shoals, then the vessels, instead of harbor- 
ing at Holmes’s Hole, would go on to the Point, 
and from thence woud be able to take an early 
advantage of the south winds and tides, and nav- 
igate the shoals in daylight, and with safety. ft 
is said by the report of the engineer who surveyed 
this place, that fifty vessels a day sometimes pass 
down to the shoals from Holmes’s Hole harbor. 
| have counted, | think, one hundred vessels at 
a time passing down the sound in the north and 
south channels. 

The amount of shipping which passes through 
the sound is very great. ‘The coasting vessels of 
New England, the tonnage of which is about 
500,000, all pass through it many times in the 
year; many of the foreign-bound vessels, and 
those to the English Provinces also pass this way. 
The scientific gentleman who made the survey 
said, as long ago as 1827, that 8,000 vessels a year 
would avail themselves of the break water, iferected. 
Since then our coasting tonnage has more than 
doubled. Although the contemplated break water 
is intended as a harbor of refuge principally, yet 
the local conveniences of Nantucket should not be 
overlooked. 

The inhabitants of this town have about 20,000 
tons of shipping employed in the whaling busi- 
ness, They have been engaged in this industry 
for a century or more, and have carried on their 
business under a disadvantage of having no ship 
harbor. ‘The harbor at which their ships enter 
when loaded, is Edgertown, about thirty miles 
from their residence; and from and to this harbor 
they transport the cargoes and outfits by lighters. 
Even under these circumstances, the town has be- 
come wealthy, and its citizens are not excelled in 
industry, respectability, and intelligence, by any 
vartof New England. If the breakwater should 
¢ built, it would afford them a ship-harbor, and 
give a new impetus to their enterprise. Probably 
there is no place on the Atlantic coast where a har- 
ber of refuge is more needed, than at or near the 
Nantucket shoals. There are but few citizens in 
this country who have been engaged in commerce, 
that have not met with losses by shipwrecks in 


that region, and fewer still, 1 apprehend, who | 
have not lost near and dear friends, who would | 


have been saved had this contemplated harbor 
been built. Within my own recollection, I could 
recount the loss of single ships and cargoes, on 
these shoals, whose value was equal to about one 
half of the costs that would be incurred in making 
a convenient harbor according to the estimates of 
the Department. I hope the amendment will! be 
adopted. 

Mr. WALSH. I wish to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce if this is the same 
place to which he referred? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I understand that this amend- 
ment relates to Nantucket. If it is, then it is the 
same breakwater to which I referred. 

The question was then taken on Mr. ScuppEr’s 
amendment, and it was rejected, 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 
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Por a survey of the bars and obstructions at and near the 
mooth of the east branch of the Pascagoula river, in the 
State of Mississippi, with a view to the removal of said 
bars and obstractions, $2,000. 

I have offered that Pascagoula amendment for 
the last time. [Laughter.} I stand here pretty 
much in the attitude of the man who visited Gen- 
eral Jackson when he was President. He came 
on to Washington asking for the mission to Eng- 
land. It was refused him. He then asked a 
Cabinet appointment. That was refused him. He 
came down to a collectorship, and when that was 
refused him, he said he would put up with a clerk- 
ship. But that also was denied him. As a last 
dying hope he inquired of the old Genera} if he 
could not give him a pair of old boots; and when 
they were refused, he swore he would not be a 
Jackson man any longer. [{Laughter.] I have 
asked $60,000 to make improvements on the Pas- 
cagoula, and I have come down by little and little 
until now | ask only $2,000 for a survey. If you 
do not give it to me I shall certainly vote against 
this bill. [Langhter.} 

Gentlemen do not seem to understand the value 
of the Pascagoula river. Let me tell them it is a 
river of national importance, and ought to be im- 
proved by the nation. Three rules have been 
prescribed by distinguished men for governing 
cases like this. One by General Jackson, another 
by Mr. Cathoun, and the third by some one else— 
I do not know who. This third party said a 
work to be national ought to be in salt water. 
But General Jackson thought you could improve 
up to the last port of entry on a river, whether it 
was on salt or fresh water; and Mr. Cathoun laid 
down the rule that a river flowing through three 
States could properly claim the jurisdiction and 
protection of the National Treasury. 

Now, this improvement on the Pascagoula is in 
salt water; for itis in the Gulf of Mexico, and, 
besides, f understand there was a sait barge sunk 
there about ten years ago. [Laughter.] Then it 
may be called a port of entry; for the river at this 
point enters directly into the county of Jackson, 
in my State. The Pascagoula river flows through 
three States. It rises in a State of prosperity—it 
flows through a State of affluence—but it empties 
into a State of embarrassment. If, however, you 
will only give.me this $2,000 to make the survey, 
{ have no doubt it will empty, ultimately, into a 
State of extraordinary wealth, and that will make 
four States. I will not take less than $2,000 for 
this survey. That is the last and lowest propo- 
sition. If you do not give me that, I shall vote 
against the bill most certainly. [Laughter.] I 
believe you think I mean to do it, any how. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Brown’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. TUCK offered the following amendment 
to the bill: 

For the construction of a sea-wal} from Great Island to 
Goat Island, m Portsmouth harbor, New Hampshire, pro- 


vided the same can be done, in the opinion of the Secretary 
of the Navy, withoutincreasing the current of water against 


said islands to any imjerious extent, the sum of $21,313. 


Mr. T. said: I offer that amendment in good 
faith, and I hope it will be adopted, because | be- 
lieve it ought to pass. I propose this amendment 
for an improvement in Portsmouth harbor, and I 
will state this fact—although.[ do not pretend that 
it is a very strong argument in favor of the allow- 
ance of the claim—that there is nota dollar appro- 
priated in this bill for my State. Now, sir, it is 
verified by the affidavits connected with the peti- 
tion that I hold in my hand, that on the day on 
which those affidavits were made, there were no 
less than three vessels run aground, in conse- 
quence of the violence of the current, which ma 


| he remedied by erecting the sea-wall proposed. 


The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. Colonel Abert, of the Topograhical 
Engineers, went into an estimate of the cost of 
the work, which is the sum mentioned in the pro- 
posed amendment, and Colonel Abert made a re- 


port on the subject. I understand from the chair- 


man of the Committee on Commerce, that the main 
reason, if not the only reason, why the committee 
acted unfavorably upon the proposition was, that 
in the latter part of this report of Colonel Abert, 
he suggests the possibility that by erecting this 
sea-wall, the current might be increased to such 
violence as to do damage to the land. Now, sir, 
I have drawn my amendment in such a way, that 
if, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, the 


|| rapidity of the current would be dangerously in- 





1852. 
creased, there shall be no appropriation, and no 
erection of this sea-wall. Now, I submit that this 
amendment stands better than any of those which 
have been voted down, and thai it stands equal to 
any of the few amendments which have been sus- 
tained by this committee. I hope that gentlemen 
will not vote it down, because they have got into 
the habit of voting down all amendments, but that 
they will grant us this little sum, which is less 
than our State ought to receive in the way of im- 
provements. I state that in one day, no less than 
three vessels went ashore in consequence of the 


want of this improvement, which may be given | 


us for the sum of $20,000. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tucx’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. DISNEY. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SCUDDER. I offer the following as an 
amendment to the bill: 

For the improvement of the harbor of New Bedford, 
Massachusetts, $10,000. 

Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, we have sat and 
heard patiently the numerous propositions and ar- 
guments upon this bill from the western gentlemen, 
and I hope that New England will be heard in the 
same manner upon the points of imperfection 
which they may wish to point outand amend. 

Sir, | hope this amendment will prevail. It is 
for the purpose of improving a very important 
harbor in New England—the harbor of New Bed- 
ford—one, perhaps, of the most importance in 
Massachusetts. In view of the whaling interest, 
there is no place in the United States, if in the 
world, that excels it. 

The men and capital engaged in this department 
of industry, and which make this harbor their 
post, constitute more than one half of the whole 
so engaged in the United States. One half of all 
the oil and whalebone of the country is obtained 
by these ships. The number of ships, including 
a few smaller vessels, is about three hundred and 
thirty-one. Arrivals and departures of these ships 
are occuring daily at almost all seasons of the 
year. The object of this appropriation is to im- 
prove their harbor, so that their loaded ships may 
enter and depart without detention. I am in- 
formed that the harbor is so shallow that it is 
very difficult for loaded ships to approach the city 
or landings at ordinary tides, without being light- 
ened; and that it is so narrow by reason of bars 
and flats that ships cannot move in and out con- 
veniently without getting aground on one side or 
the other. Private industry and contribution have 
done much towards removing these obstacles, but 
they would be too onerous to the citizens if borne 
to the extent which would be necessary to render 
the facilities which are required. It is of general 
importance to the commerce of the country that 
this harbor should be deepened, and I now press 
it upon the attention of this committee. 

I do not intend to censure the Committee on 
Commerce, as others have done, for leaving this 
and other appropriations out of their bill. I doubt 


not they have acted according to their best judg- | 


ment; but I differ from them, and hope the amend- 
ment which I have now offered to them will be 
adopted. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Scupper’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WARD moved that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. FOWLER offered the following amend- 


ment to the bill: 

For surveying the entrance to Taunton harbor, Massa- 
chusetts, with reference to its improvement, $1,500. 

Mr. F. said: | am in favor of improving the 
harbors and navigable rivers of the country. I 
would make these improvements in the West, in 
the East, in the South, in the North. On this 


subject [ am ready to shake hands with the friends | 
of internal improvements across the Allegany, | 


across the Rocky Mountains. 
fore us proposes to save men’s lives, to save their 

roperty, to promote the wealth, prosperity, and 
fia piness of the whole people. Imperfect as this 


The bill now be- | 


bill is, I will go for it; but I am anxious to im- | 


prove it by the addition of items that ought not 
to have been omitted. Among the omissions is 
Taunton harbor. This item was in the bill passed 
by this House last year, and ought, most assur- 
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Massachusetts, situated at the head waters of the 
eastern arm of the Narragansett Bay, is an im- 
portant harbor. A large amount of merchandise 
is constantly passing in and out of that harbor, 
If a moderate amount of money were expended in 
the removal of rocks and shoals, that merchandise 
might be transported safely in vessels of a much 
larger size than can be employed at present. The 
necessary improvements can be made in a manner 
to secure permanent benefits to an enterprising 
community, whose business ts connected not only 
with all parts of New England, but with the whole 
country—I may say, with every country on the 
globe. The eastern branch of the navigable wa- 
ters of the Narragansett Bay, at the head of which 
stands the beautiful and thriving village of Taun- 
ton, in the rapid progress of commercial enter- 
prise, has become a thoroughfare for a large 
amount of domestic and foreign merchandise. 
The amount of mercantile and manufacturing 
business done on that branch of the bay within 
the State of Massachusetts is exceeded but by 
few northern ports. I will mention a few items 
of merchandise transported upon these waters 
yearly: 500,000 bushels of grain; 50,000 tons of 
coal; 25,000 tons of iron; 20,000,000 feet of lum- 
ber; 100,000 casks of nails; 50,000 barrels of 
flour; 10,000 casks of lime; 6,000,000 bricks; 
10,000 dozen of shovels, spades, and forks; 10,000 
bales of cotton; 200,000 pieces of cotton and cal- 
ico goods; 50 tons of anchors; 700 packages of 
Brittania ware; 40 tons block tin; 1,000 tons of 
provisions; besides numerous other articles. ‘The 
aggregate amount of tonnage of the United States 
is 3 000 tons. Thetonnage of Massachusetis 
is about 700,000 tons—greater than that of any 
State except New York. 


may 


944d, 


Massachusetts owns 


| nearly one fifth of our whole tonnage, and she 


| that part of the country. 


should by no means be overlooked. 
amendment wiil be sustained. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, demanded tellers 
on the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Fow.er and 
CARTTER were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 44, noes 74. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The following section of the bill was then read: 


‘* For the further improvement of the harbor of New 
York, by the removal of the rocks at Hellgate, $20,000.”’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
whether'these rocks at Hellgate are in New York 
harbor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 
make the inquiry, unless he makes an amendment 
to which it will be pertinent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
make any remarks. 
quiry for information. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I move to 
strike out the appropriation, for the purpose of 
giving the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I shall be happy torespond 
to the geutleman’s inquiry, but | do not under- 
stand it perfectly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I want to know 
whether these rocks at Hellgate are in the New 
York harbor? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. They are. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, How far are they 
from the Battery ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Itis in the East river, near 
where it empties into the harbor of New York, 
and unites with the Harlem, a small river, coming 
from the North river. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce whether these 
rocks are not seven miles from the Battery ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. No, sir; | do not think it 
is three miles. It is known to all navigators in 
It has been excavated, 
in part, by a French engineer. This is designed 


L hope this 


Il do not wish to 
| only wish to make the in- 


The gentleman is out of 


| to remove the remaining portion, which | have no 


doubt it will. 

The question was taken on Mr. Brecxinrivce’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. FOWLER offered the following amend- 


ment: 
For surveying the entrance to Taunton harbor, Massa- 


edly, to be in this bill. The harbor of Taunton, |) chusets, with reference to its improvement, §1 ,200. 
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Mr. F. said: Mr. Chairman, I perhaps made a 
mistake when I was up before. | asked for $1,500, 
but the House could not go so large a sum. 

Mr. CARTTER. lI eall the gentleman to order. 

Mr. FOWLER. I perceive the item just read 
in the bill, of $1,208 for the survey of the harbor 
of Port Jefferson, New York, with reference to 
its improvement passed unanimously. Now, I 
insert $1,200 for the improvement, of this port, 
and I hope the committee will also pass this. It 
is not necessary to say another word in reference 
to it. 

The question being upon Mr. Fowrer’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers: but they were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN offered the following amendment: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Port Clinton, on 
Lake Erie, $1,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I offered an amendment a few 
days since for the removal of the bar at the mouth 
of the Sandusky river, which the committee re 
jected, although it will not be denied that it is 
a work of as much if pot more merit than 
of the appropriations contained in the bill now 
under consideration. . It is of vast importance to 
the commercial interests of a large section of the 
northwestern part of the State which I in part 
have the honor of representing on this floor—a 
portion of the State 
heretofore entirely neglected. The amendment 
then offered, as well as the present one, is free 
from the objections made by the chairman and 
other members of the Committee on Commerce 
to almost every amendment that has been offered 
to this bill, that no survey and estimates had been 
made by the proper officers of the Government. 

| have now before me, Mr. Chairman, the sur- 
vey and estimates for making these two impreve- 
ments, made by authority of Congress by the 
United States Topographical Engineers, showing 
the necessity and the practicalnlity of the work at 
a moderate expense compared to their importance 
when completed. This report and estimates have 
been before the Committee on Commerce since the 
commencement of tie present session of Congress, 
and I am afraid that they have been entirely over- 
looked by that committee, or that they have not 
received that attention which their importance de- 
manded at their hands, or they would undoubtedly 
have placed them both, or one, at least, in the 
present bill. 

The amendment I have just offered, Mr. Chair- 
man, proposes the sum of $10,000 for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Port Clinton, on Lake Erie, 
not so much on account of the local commerce of 
that place at present, for the country back of it is 
comparatively new, but filling up rapidly with a 
i:ardy and industrious population, who will com- 
pare in intelligence and energy with any portion 
of the Union, and who are rapidly developing the 
vast agricultural resources of that rich and fertile 
country which but a few years since wasa wilder- 
ness. I say, sir, that it Is not on account alone 
of the local commerce, but as a harbor of refuge 
for the protection of the general commerce of all 
the northern lakes, the extent and importance of 
which no gentleman in this House can be igno- 
rant. 

It will not be overlooked, Mr. Chairman, by 
the people interested in the improvement of the 
western lakes and rivers, that in the formation of 
this Committee on commerce not one single mem- 
ber of this House in the least interested in the 
commerce of the northern lakes or the great valley 
of the Mississippi has been placed upon that 
committee. The majority of them have no per- 
sonal knowledge of the wants and interests of the 

West. It cannot, therefore, be expected that its 

interests should find that favor in the opinion of 

the committee necessary to protect the lives and 
property of its citizens. The West has nothing 
to hope for from Congress until western men shall 
exercise the power they have in this House, and 
demand from this Government at least an equal 
share in the distribution of the general fund for 
the general welfare. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD. I now desire to offer, as an 
amendment, a section which was in the bil! of the 

| last session. 1 offer the following: 


many 


whose interests have been 
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For the improvement of the navigation of the Rio Grande, 
$25,000. 

Mr. Chairman, | have, perhaps, already suffi- 
ciently explained the importance of this appropri- 
ation. It would result im an annual saving to 
the Government, of more than double the amount 
of the appropriation in transportation for the 
army. It has been errnestly recoimmended b 
the Secretary of War and the Quartermaster’s 
Department. 

The head of the Topographical Engineers ob- 
jected to it at the last session, that the question of 
jurisdiction as to the channel had not been settled 
between the United States and Mexico. There 
was never anything in the objection, as the treaty 
gives to the United States the right of navigation 
of the river, and the Secretary of War overruled 
Colonel Abert, by saying it was a question for 
Congress. That officer, in resisting this improve- 
ment, has placed himself in direct opposition to 
the Secretary of War, who in his last report, 
urged it for military purposes. And as to the 
question of the jurisdiction, the survey of the Rio 
Grande will be completed by the Boundary Com- 
mission, before this bill can become a law. 


There is no doubt that it is a national stream, 


as it separates this country from the Republic of 
Mexico, and its navigation is made national and 
common to both countries by the treaty. There 
has been a large commerce on the river ever since 
peace with Mexico, which would augment to ten 
or fifieen millions a year if adequate protection 
was given to that frontier. 

The statement that there has been no survey, 
or estimate for the river, is wholly unfounded. 
There was a survey by Lieutenant Smith, one of 
the most accomplished officers in the Topographi- 
eal Corps. He goes into a minute estimate of the 
whole work and sums up as follows: 


COE OT GRIGG is o60.o50 ce dwse.tnbesbvesess eveececces » $4,700 

Amount of pay-roll, (for labor hands)............ - 12,360 

PEOVISIONS . 6 cvccccccccsccccccernccescseccese sooee, BAD 
Total..... 


Tesi cde nace tet adebhe is eevee eo 19,202 


And concludes as follows: 

‘Tf we add oue third of this amount to cover unforeseen 
accidents, delays, &c., there will result for the final esti- 
mate, $25,600.” 

He goes minutely into the consideration of each 
and every obstruction, and accompanies his report 
by a map showing its locality. The river, there- 
fore, has been carefully surveyed, and estimated for 
by the officer who made the survey. It was in 
the bill of last Congress, but there is no justice to 
my district in the present bill. 

‘The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. SAVAGE offered the following amend- | 


ment: 

That the sum of $50,000 be appropriated for the purpose 
of improving the navigation of the Cany Fork and Cum- 
berland rivers, above the city of Nashville, in the State of 
Tennessee. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the only two navigable 
streams which touch the district | represent; and 
I can say further, that I represent upon this floor 
a district in which a single dollar has never been 
expended by the General Government for inter- 
nal improvements. I am opposed to this whole 
system, but | am in favor of this amendment, 
for the reason that if such a system is to be 
put into operation, this ought to be made a part 
and parcel of it. It is a system which gives 
to a large portion of the people of the United 
States all the benefits which are claimed to be 
derived by the provisions of this bill for the re- 
spective localities to which they are applied; and 
though our rivers are not so bie, yet I cannot 
appreciate that sort of logic, which would fail to 
give us the necessary means of improving those 
streams, and would give to others, whose naviga- 
tion is by nature much superior to ours. The 
streams for which I ask this appropriation, it is 
true, are small, but their improvement is as mach 
a matter of importance to my constituents, as is 
the improvement of the larger streams to the con- 
stituents of gentlemen representing the sections of 
country in which those streams are located. My 
constituents have ever been ready to sustain this 


Government by money and by men; and I ask 


that a portion of the benefits of this bill shall go 
to them; | ask gentlemen, who are so fortunate as 
to live upon larger streams than I do, whether 
they will vote these large sums of money, of 
which we pay an equal proportion, and, at the 


j 


same tine, refuse to give us a single cent? I say, || hope the comniittee will hear me for a moment. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


we must ever regard a bill of that kind as a fraud 
upon our rights, Sir, a certain class, upon this 
floor, have put just enough into this bill to secure 
a majority of this House for the purpose of ap- 
propriating large sums of the public money to | 
their «wn individual interest. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Martin] discloses the true 
state of facts, when he says he wants a portion of 
these appropriations reserved for the purpose of 
passing bills of this kind hereafter. The truthis, 
that if you were to make a bill fair and equal to 
all portions of the country, such a bill could not 
pass this House. One man could go home to his 
constituents, and tell them ‘I have brought you 
$50,000 to improve your river;’’ but let that con- 
stituency be able to tell him, ‘* You have brought 
us home an appropriation to improve our riv- 
ers, but you have given an equal one to every 
other district in the country;”’ and they will not 
thank him for it. 

{Cries of ‘* Question !’’ ** Question !’’] 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN offered the following amend- 
ment: 


For the survey of Mouse Island and Ottowa City, on 
Lake Erie, with reference to the establishment of a break- 
water, $400. 


I move that the commit- 


Mr. GREEN called for tellers upon the adop- 


tion of the amendment; but they were not ordered. 
The question was then put, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 


Mr. EDGERTON offered the following amend- 


ment: 

For the improvement of the Maumee river, in the State of 
Ohio, below the foot of the rapids, $20,000. 

Mr. E. said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a 
few remarks in explanation of that amendment. 
There is no amendment which has been proposed 
to this bill which has more justice in it than this. 
The reason is, that there is now in the National 
Treasury, derived from those immediately inter- 
ested in this improvement, the money which we 
ask for making it. It is known that, in 1815, the 
Government laid out Government lots at the foot 
of the rapids, near the side of Fort Meigs, now 
the town of Perrysburg. The Government offi- 
cers intimated that that point would be the head 
of navigation inthe Maumee river. The Govern- 
ment also reserved for itself, at the same time, the 
principal lots in the town of Perrysburg for a mil- 
itary post. For these reasons the people pur- 
chased lots at that point, at exorbitant prices, 
upon the supposition that Perrysburg and Mau- 
mee City, upon the opposite side of the river, were 
to be the head of navigation. In 1835, the Gov- 


ernment ordered a survey of the Maumee river, | 
upon which the estimated expense for making this | 


improvement was $51,000. 1 now ask for $20,000 
to commence making this improvement. 
solutely necessary to the business of these towns 
at the foot of the Maumee rapids. The town of 
Perrysburg is the county seat of the county of 
Wood, and Maumee City is the county seat of 


Lucas county. The Government has, by its acts, | 


indicated this as the head of navigation for that 
river, and the State of Ohio has, by means of Jocks 
and a canal, so increased the business facilities of 
these towns, that nothing is required but an im- 
provement in the navigation of the river to add 


much to the commerce at the foot of the rapids. | 


It is so for a good part of the year, and, during the 
prevalence of the southwestern winds, the waters 


are driven from the bay, and their navigation is | 


impeded, This appropriation which is asked for 


is believed to be nearly sufficient to accomplish the | 


object. 
The 
of Mr. Epcerron, and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. CLINGMAN,. I move to strike out 
** $8,000,”’ and insert ‘* $25,000”’ in the following 
clause: 


** For the improvement of the channel atthe mouth of 
the Cape Fear river, North Carvlina, $8,000.” 


Mr. C. said: I know, Mr. Chairman, that this | 
is an unfortunate time of the day to ask the House 


to listen to me for even three minutes, which is 
as much as I shall occupy at this time. 
anxious, | know, to get through the bill, and 


| many of us would like to get our dinners; yet I 


It is ab- | 


uestion was then taken on the amendment | 


We are | 
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| This sum of $25,000 is exactly what Professor 
| Bache recommended for this work, as I have been 
informed by my colleague, [Mr. Asue;]j and it is 
to remove an obstruction which was put in the 
mouth of the Cape Fear river by the Government 
itself. Ten years ago, there was about fifteen 
feet of water upon that bar, and the Government, 
in endeavoring to protect the fort at Smithville, 
| caused to be erected some piers, or jetties, which 
checked the current, and by reason of the deposit 
of sand, made the bar shallower, and also by 
throwing the current to the opposite shore, has 
greatly widened the river at that place, and ren- 
dered it much shallower than formerly. The con- 
sequence is, that the depth of water on the bar is 
reduced to only seven feet, and is becoming less 
every year, so tRat the harbor will possibly soon 
be destroyed. | hope gentlemen will remember, 
| too, that there is not another harbor within one 
hundred miles of this entrance at the mouth of the 
| Cape Fear, into which a vessel can go for refuge. 
| We ask that the Government will repair the 
| mischief it has caused—do what it did for Grest 
3ritain in the harbor of Gibraltar. You will rec- 
ollect that, some years since, the steamer Mis- 


|| souri sunk in that bay by a casualty, and some- 


| what obstructed the passage of the shipping there; 
and at the request of those interested, we appro- 
priated, during the last Congress, the sum of 
$80,000 to remove that obstruction. There was 
the case of a vessel which was sunk by mere ac- 
cident, and yet we felt it to be our duty to remove 
it. In the present instance the Government, by 
its own operations, has stopped up the harbor in 
the mode I have stated, pos ts only ask that the 
wrong done be remedied. 

I would say, further, that this sum was asked 
for by Professor Bache, or his subordinates, and 
I etdenntigl it has been refused by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, upon the ground that they had 
already given $55,000 to North Carolina. 

Why, sir, it is a little extraordiary that the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce did not 
see that they had given about $250,000 to the State 
| of New York, and North Carolina has 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, (interrupting. ) 
1 only wish to say, | did not refuse my vote to it 
upon any such ground. I wished an appropri- 
ation put into the bill adequate to the purpose. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mycolleague {[Mr. Asue} 
informs me that Professor Bache recommended 
$25,000. I was about to say that North Carolina 
has four times as much sea-coast as the State of 
New York, while they will not allow us one fourth 
as much money as they give to that State, and 
the navigation with us is perhaps more danger- 
ous than upon the coast of any other part of the 
| continent; and, sir, bear in mind, that there is not 
a port within one hundred miles of Cape Fear 
harbor, and the Government has thought proper, 
not by design, I admit, to obstruct it, and reduce 
the depth of the water from fifteen feet down to 
less than seven feet. Have we not a right, then, 
to demand an appropriation adequate to the re- 
moval of that obstruction? The commerce of the 
place, too, is rapidly growing, thanks to the enter- 
| prise of its inhabitants; and as soon as the im- 
provements on the upper part of the river, now 
in progress, are completed, and the large coal- 
fields of that region are made readily accessible 
from tide-water, there must be a vast increase in 
the tonnage and shipping of that port. When 
the Government ought to be aiding us, it is too 
much that it should be throwing obstructions in 
the way. Upon the principles of common hon- 
esty, | feel that I havea right to demand of the 
committee an adequate appropriation. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Campse.y and For- 
ENCE appointed. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Ciine- 
| MAN’s amendment, and the tellers reported—ayes 
42, noes 73. 

So the amendment was lost. 

Mr.CALDWELL. I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

The question was put, and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. SAVAGE offered the following amend- 
ment: 


That there be and is hereby granted to the States of 
Tennessee and Kentucky, out of any money in the Treas- 
|| ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $200,000 each, 
|| to aid them in making that part of the southwestern rail- 
road lying between the village of Tullahome, in the county 











1852." 


of Coffee, in the State of Tennessee, and the town of Dan- | 
ville, in the State of Kentucky; and that the gums afore- 
said be subject to the disposal of the Legislatures of said 
States, for the purpose aforesaid, and for no other whatso- 
ver. 

: And be it further enacted, ‘That the sums aforesaid are 
granted upon condition that the Legislatures of said States 
shall, in disposal thereof, secure to the United States stock 
in the railroad aforesaid equal in amount to the sums above 
appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
amendment not to be in order, as it is not ger- 
mane to the bill. 

Mr. SAVAGE. 
amendment: 

That there is hereby granted to the States of Tennessee 
and Kentucky the sum of $200,000, to aid them in building 
a ship-channel, or whatever other means of transportation 
the Legislatures of the said States may agree upon, be- 
tween the village of Tullahome, in the county of Coffee, in 
the State of Tennessee, and the town of Danville, in the 
State of Kentucky. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I rise to a question of 
order. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee {Mr. Savace] is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment proposes 
an appropriation for building a ship-channel, and 
he thinks it is in order. 

Mr. DUNCAN. [rise to a question of order. 
This amendment is similar to those which have 
been ruled out of order upon the ground that they 
were for the construction of canals. This is for 
the construction of ship-canals, and is not for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks an 
amendment in order for the construction of a 
canal around the falls of Louisville. It is ger- 
mane to the bill. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that this is a proposition to grant 
money directly to a State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to bein order. Does the gentleman 
appeal ? 

Mr. GOODENOW. I do not. 

Mr.SAVAGE. This appropriation is intended 
for that portion of the country which I represent, 
and which is represented by the gentleman over 
the way, [Mr. Warp.] It is a portion of the 
country which has never received any benefit 
from the system of internal improvements, and 
this appropriation, if granted, will be the first 
ever obtained for that section of country, and I 
think would be the last they willever ask for. It 
is the opinion of those best acquainted with the 
subject, that this sum would be amply sufficient 
to establish such a means of communication as 
will satisfy the wishes of that quarter of the 
country, and do more towards facilitating com- 
merce between the northwestern and southern 
States than any appropriation that could possibly 
be made. It is in the direct line which connects 
Charleston with Cincinnati, and is a nearer route, 
by a hundred and tenor fifteen miles, than any other. 
I cannot assert that aship canal is certainly practi- 
cable, but some mode of transportation ought to be 
established, and I leave that to the wisdom and 
discretion of the Legislatures of the two States, 
which have always been able to make a proper 
distribution of any funds which have been given 
into their charge. If they determine not to build 
a ship canal across the Cumberland—and I have 
no idea that it will be undertaken unless it can be 
accomplished—it will be left to their wisdom to 


I then propose the following 


consider other modes of transportation over this |, 


route, which, in my opinion, is of more importance 


to the States of Georgia, Tennessee, Alabama, | 


Florida, Ohio, and Kentucky, than anything em- 
braced in the bill. It is a practicable route, and 
much nearer than any other that can be found. 
It has now engaged the attention of intelligent 
men of that section of the country. I have been 
induced to present this amendment by instructions 
from my own constituents and those of gentlemen 
from Kentucky who have given the subject their 
fullest consideration. A line of communication 


between the town of Danville in the State of | 
Kentucky, and Tullahome, in the State of Ten- | 


nessee, is desired, because it will connect that 
region of country with the northern States. It 
will be a connection betwen the northern and 
southern railroad, and the most rapid means of 
communication between Charleston and Cincin- 
nati. ’ 

Mr. STUART. Iam opposed to that amend- 
ment for several reasons, but I will only state one 
of them now for the information of the Chair 





hereafter. It proposes a grant of money to the 
States to carry out works, whereas this bill pro- 
vides for granting money to improve works over 
which the General Government has power, and 
the States have none. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Savage was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD. 1 offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line one hundred and 
thirty-seven: 

For the survey and improvement of the navigation of the 
Brazos and Guadalupe rivers, ‘Texas, $30,000. 


Mr. H. said: I wish simply to state, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Quartermaster General, in his 
annual report to the last Congress, asked for the 
improvement of the navigation of these rivers, for 
the purpose of military transportation. This 
appropriation is, therefore, applied for by the 
Government itself. Upon the application of the 
military commander of that division, a survey of 
these rivers was ordered; but subsequently, when 
the Department wished to cut down the improve- 
ments for the West, the head of the ‘Topographical 
Engineer corps countermanded that order. The 
improvement of the navigation of those rivers 
according to the reports of the Quartermaster 
General, is highly necessary for Government 
purposes, and it must be apparent to all that it is 
necessary; for it has in that country, a large num- 
ber of infantry with whom they can do nothing in 
the way of fighting or defense against mounted 
Indians. Some means of cheap transportation to 
them of pork and beans is absolutely necessary. 
{[Laughter.] I do not offer this amendment with 
the vain expectation that it will be voted into the 
bill, but I submit it to show the people who reside 
in that country that they stand no more chance of 
getting anything for the improvement of their 
rivers, than they do of getting protection of their 
men, women, and children, now subject to Indian 
inroads. But, sir, these rivers run through a large 
planting district which is as rich in soil as any 
other portion of the United States. There is a 
large production upon the banks of those rivers of 
cotton and sugar; and the emigration to Texas at 
this time is about as large as that to California. 
It is, therefore, manifest that these rivers are to 
contribute largely to commerce. They will fur- 
nish for exportation the great staples which will 
give rise to a foreign commerce. There is now 
exported from this section of country a large 
amount of cotton, and the region on these two 
rivers is filling up rapidly with a planting popula- 
tion. Itis, together with the Trinity and Colo- 
rado, one of the most fertile planting regions in 


the Union. 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Howarp was disagreed to. 


Mr. STUART. I propose the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the one hundred and forty- 
third line: 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of the 
Kalamazoo river in the State of Michigan, $10,000; and 


$8,000 for the improvement of the harbor at South Black 
river in said State. 


I shall not detain the committee a moment with 
reference to that amendment. I simply desire to 
say that it proposes appropriations for the im- 
provement of two very important points upon the 
eastern shore of Lake Michigan—important, not 
only so far as regards local commerce, but highly 
important as harbors of refuge. Lake Michigan 
is known to be the most difficult of navigation in 
a storm, of the whole chain of lakes. More ves- 
sels in proportion to the number upon it, are 
wrecked, than upon any other. The winds usu- 
| ally prevailing are from the west, the northwest 
| or the southwest, which invariably drive the ves- 
sels upon the eastern shore, upon which there is 
not a single harbor approachable in case of a storm. 
I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The question was put and the amendment of 
Mr. Srvarr was disagreed to. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to strike out the fol- 
lowing: 

**For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Cleveland, Ohio, $30,000. 

‘“* For the further improvement of the harbor of Fairport, 
at the mouth of Grand river, Ohio, 210,000. 

“For the improvement of Black Lake harbor, Lake 


Michigan, $8,000.” 
And in lieu thereof to insert the following: 


For continuing the improvement of the harbor at Cleve- 
land, Ohio, $25,000. 
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For the further improvement of the harbor at the mouth 
of Grand river, 88,500 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor at Ashta 
bula, Ohio, 88.500 


For continuing the improvement of the harbor at Con- 
neaut, Ohio, £8500, 


Mr. Chairman, if T can obtain the ear of the 
committee, [ will state the cause of my making 
this motion. In the first place, I say we ask no- 
thing more from the Government than the com- 
mittee have reported, although the appropriations 
for the district which | represent have been cut 
down from the recommendations of the Depart- 
ment, $35,000—more, perhaps, than any other 
district in the United States. The committee in 
their report have omitted the harbor of Conneaut. 
And here let me say, that my own personal inter- 
ests are at Ashtabula and opposed to Conneaut; 
but I know the importance of that harbor: forty- 
six years ago last month I landed in that harbor, 
and for forty-six years | know that it has been a 
harbor of refuge for vessels in The 
shores have been lined with vessels which have 
been wrecked, and the bones of many of our west 
ern people have been scattered upon it between 
that place and Erie upon the one hand, and that 
place and Ashtabula upon the other. The whole 
commerce of the lake—every sailor upon that lake 
is interested in the harbor of Conneaut: and only 
ask the transfer of $8,000 from Cleveland, Fair- 
port, and Ashtabula, to Conneaut. I do it apon 
my own responsibility, because I do not believe 
that there is an elector or citizen in the whole dis- 
trict but what will say that it is right and ought to 
be done. Ido not believe there is a sailor upon 
the lakes but what will say it ought to be done. I 
say, upon my own responsibility, it ought to be 
done, and I hope the committee will do it, inas- 
much as we ask for nothing more than what the 
Committee on Commerce have given us. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to; there being upon a di- 
vision—ayes 23, noes not counted. 

Mr. SACKETT. I move to insert the follow- 
ing at the end of line one hundred and eighty: 

And $15,000 to repair the piers the Government has 
constructed at Big Sodus Bay, Wayne county, Lake On 
tario, and to improve the harbor at that place 


distress. 





I trust I may have the attention of the commit- 
tee to this subject for two or three minutes. J] am 
quite sure, if the amendment be understood, there 
will be no opposition to it. I holdin my hand 
the report of the Department with regard to this 
appropriation. I will read one or two extracts, 
showing the reasons upon which this application 
is made. I have only time to read extracts; the 
report is long. There is no place upon the Amer- 
ican shore which possesses so great advantages 
for a harbor, or for a naval depét. Upon its im- 
portance as a naval depét, the report says: 

*“ There is no place on the American shore which pos- 
sesses greater advantages. The ease with which the har- 
bor may be entered ; its spacious and commodious bay, in 
which alarge fleet may be maneuvered ; its protection from 
ill winds, as wellas from sudden incursions from an enemy ; 
its position about equi distant from either end of the lake, 
by which it could afford prompt assistance to any point, all 
combine to characterize it as a highly favorable site for a 
naval depdt. It can also be well defended by works npon 
the heights to the east and west of the entrance, to which 
the pier heads, properly modified, might be made powerful 
auxiliaries.”’ 


The report upon the present condition of the 
piers the Government has constructed at this har- 
bor, holds the following language: 


* After the great length of time which has elapsed since 
the piers were constructed, itis hardly necessary to say, that 
they are much decayed from the water line and above ; be 
ing made of timber cribs, loaded with stone, they now need 
extensive repairs. The officer in charge of the work, re 
ports that the working season being far advanced when he 
arrived there, he had to confine his operations to the weet 
ern and most exposed pier. A portion of it contiguous to 
the beach, had settled very much on the lake side. The 
planks being decayed and broken, or torn off and mach of 
the loading of the cribs washed out. And on further exam- 
ination it was found that many of the lower timbers were 
much decaved. 

“The eastern pier being much sheltered by the one on 
the west, was not considered as requiring such immediate 
attention. Its condition, however, is very precarious, and 
the pier head has been seriously injured. The planks have 
been swept off, as well as one of the courses of timbers, and 
the stone in many places swept ont. 

“ Big Sodus, about twenty five miles from Oswego. This 
is an extremely fine bay, of great capacity and depth.” 


The Department recommends $15,000 as neces- 
sary to keep these works in repair. This harbor 
is by far the most important harbor, touching 
any naval operations that may ever transpire upon 

: that lake, that there is upon it. It is from five to 
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nix miles long, and from one to two anda half 
miles wide. 

The Government, at an early day, seeing the 
importance of securing and protecting this harbor 
so that it might be available to it, laid out $143,000 
in constructing piers about a mile long for its pro- 
tection. ‘Those piers are now in a condition which 
renders itabsoiutely necessary that there should be 
a small suma »propriated to preserve them from 
destruction. he sum contained in my amend- 
ment, is the sum reported by the Department as 
now necessary. This fine harbor has been aban- 
doned by the Committee on Commerce without 
reason and against right, and itis the duty of this 
House to provide for its preservation. Thecom- 
mittee has gone fifteen miles east to begin a new 
work, of which they know nothing, and which, 
though the very place has been surveyed, the Gov- 
ernment has never recommended asa harbor at all. 
The course of the committee is not worthy of sup- 
port. There are light-houses at Big Sodus; and the 
beacon light at the head of the pier is in imminent 
danger of being lost, in consequence of the state 
of the pier where it stands. The abandonment of 
this harbor is little else than to abandon the com- 
merce of all thecentral part of thelake. AsI have 
but five minutes, [ cannot go into all the detail of 
its importance, but | can say every interest of com 
merece demands its improvement; and if it is de- 
feated, | intend the responsibility of its defeat shall 
rest, where it belongs, with the Committee on 
Commerce and those who are sustaining it—the 
Democratic majority in this House. Laska vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am opposed to the 
amendment proposed by thegentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Sackxetr.] Looking over this bill 
of more than a million, we find that the improve- 
ments along New York are as thick as mile-posts 
along a public road. 1 think they have had 
When I look into this bill and see that 
they get over $200,000, and see that the great valley 
of the Mississippi gets but the same amount—a 
few thousand more—lI think that gentlemen from 
New York ought to be satisfied. That is my 
opinion about it, 

Mr. DEAN. Iam satisfied. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no doubt of it. 
The gentleman who has proposed that amend- 
ment by which he is te get $15,000 to Little Sodus 
or Big Sodus, does not seem to be in the same fix 
as my friend near me. Itisto his amendment | 
am speaking, and not to my friend near me, who 
has got all he wants, I have no doubt, and would 
have had more if he wanted it. The Hudson gets 
$50,000, which is the best navigable stream in the 
world, with but a single obstruction in it; and I 
have no doubt they could get $50,000 every year 
to the end of time if they demanded it. Why, 
the West have nothing—really nothing, and yet 
gentlemen are urging their amendments here to 
inerease the amount which their State gets. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. We have been 
here five and a half hours, and I move that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Sacxerr’s 
amendment, and being put, was not agreed to. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE moved the following 
amendment: 


At the end of line one hundred and eighty, on the eighth 
page, insert: 


bor the preservation and improvement of the pier at Great 
Sodus Bay, Wayne county, New York, $10,000, 

Mr. W. said: This appropriation is not asked 
for the purpose of commencing any improvement, 
but to preserve a work which the Government 
have already been to a large expense in erecting. 
It is conceded, sir, and the reports show it, if you 
will look through them, that this harbor at Great 


enough. 


Sodus Bay, is one of the most important harbors | 


upon Lake Ontario. And as a harbor of refuge, 
(to say nothing of the business and commerce of | 
the village situated there,) it is of almost incalcu- 
lable importance to those engaged in navigating 
those waters. The Government have expended 
there about $146,000. The works, I believe, are 
built principally of wood, and it is a number of 
years since they were erected. They arenodoubt | 
some «hat decayed and dilapidated, and I under- 
stand that a week ago last Sabbath night, a small 
portion of the pier, in a gale that took place at that 
time, was carried away. Iam informed bya gen- 
tleman of that place, and [ have his letter to that 
effect, that the work for the distance of about half i 
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a mile will be liable to be carried off, unless the 
work is protected. I desire, sir, to read an ex- 
tract from a letter which I have received, which 
shows the condition of this work: 


“Great Sodus Bay, as you well know, is, by universal 
consent, adinitted to be the best harbor on the northern 
frontier. 

‘* These improvements long since suffered much from 
natural decay, through lapse of tine, and need an appro- 
priation for necessary repair, and the more urgently as the 
jake is higher this season than it has been in fourteen years 
betore, giving to the storms a greater destructive power on 
the rotten and dilapidated piers than in low water of ordi- 
nary seasons. 

‘* There is great danger that unless repairs be made before 
winter, nearly the entire east pier, of about half a mile in 
length, will be swept away, leaving the harbor entirely un- 
sheltered from easterly storms, and rendering necessary a 
great outlay for rebuilding. 

“ (t certainly cannot be the intention of the Government 
to adopt the ‘penny wise and pound foolish’ policy of 
going into heavy outlay for new works, and leave those al- 
ready constructed to perish for want of slight repairs. 

‘Mr. Samuel Cole, disbursing agent for the Pension OF 
fice, has been recently at the point, and having visited the 
piers and inspected their condition, [ refer you to him asa 
competent witness ; but since he saw thei, on Sunday wight 
last the sea made a breach through the east pier, although 
the blow was by no means a heavy one, and nothing to 
compare with the storms of fall and winter, reinforced with 
floating ice.’’ 


Now, sir, my view in relation to this matter is, 
that for the purpose of saving to the Government 
what they will necessarily have to expend if they 
suffer this to remain as it is, it is better to make a 
small appropriation—say of $10,000—tor the pur- 
pose of preserving this work, than to suffer it to 
be carried away, and the harbor to become entirely 
useless. That harbor is very essential and im- 
portant to persons who navigate that lake. It is 
one that concerns the commerce of the country; 
and if it should be destroyed, those who carry on 
commerce upon that lake may suffer to a great 
extent. Prudence and economy require that the 
appropriation should be made. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Wat- 
BRIDGE’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved that 
the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS moved the following amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the I}linois, the 


| Cumberland, and the Tennessee rivers, each, $15,000. 


ing of a tonnage duty at that port? 


Mr. E. said: 1 do not intend to make a speech. 
[ want, as an eastern man, to offer something for 
the western country. I hope the améndment will 
be adopted. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Evans’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SACKETT obtained the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I wish to 
inquire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, whether there is not a law now in 
force, and whether it is not in his recollection, 
that the gentleman who served in the last Con- 
gress from the Oswego district, (Mr. Duer,) ob- 
tained the passage of a law authorizing the levy- 


The CHAIRMAN, 


These remarks are out of 


| order; the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sack- 


| have adopted the idea of abandoning old and im- 


| serve it. 


| ance as a harbor of refuge. 


ETT] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. SACKETT moved the following amend- | 
ment: 


For the improvement of the harbor at Pultneyville, on 
Lake Ontario, $10,000, 


Mr. S. said: The Committee on Commerce 


portant works and taking up new ones. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman is commenting upon the course 
pursued by the committee. 

Mr. SACKETT. I think the committee de- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to the amendment. 

Mr. SACKETT. That is precisely what I in- 
tend to do. This harbor is situated about twelve 
miles from the mouth of the Genesee river, and 
is most convenient and important as a harbor 
upon Lake Ontario. To illustrate its importance 
I will state that the committee in their report have 
abandoned the only good harbor upon that lake, 
where the Governmenthas expended $143,000, and 
picked up a new work fifteen miles the other way 
from the one that I am now proposing, and which 
has never been recommended by the Government 
in any way whatever, on account of its import- | 
The harbor I am now 


proposing to improve may be madé a good harbor, 


| fore this improvement was commenced. 


_of my constituents. 
| bar from a stream out of which in 1851 plied reg- 
ularly twelve steamboats, fifty sail vessels, and 


July 29, 


and ought to be improved. It is of more, vastly 
more impertance than Little Sodus, where the 
committee has recommended $10,000. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sacx- 
eTT’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EWING moved that the committee rise, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK proposed the following amend- 
ment: 


For repairing the pier and continuing the improvement 
of the harbor of Port Ontario, Lake Ontario, New York, 








| $10,009. 


Mr. B. said: | offer this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, not with any view of embarrassing the pas- 
sage of this bill—a bill which I regard as one of the 
most important and useful measures which has 
received the consideration of this House during the 
present session. Knowing the ifpatience of the 
committee, | only ask for a minute or two. I be- 
lieve there is merit in my amendment, which should 
secure for it the favorable action of this commit- 
tee. 
This Government hasalready expended $50,000, 
or thereabouts, upon this improvement, and, al- 
though it was left in an unfinished state, the har- 
bor was made accessible and useful to the com- 
merce of the lake. 

It was a leading object of the Government in 
making this improvement in the outset, to makea 
good and safe harbor of refuge in bad weather at 
a point where such a harbor was greatly needed. 
That object was accomplished, and, in addition, 
the improvement had the effect to increase con- 
siderably the commerce and navigation of this 
lake, as well asto make it more secure. 

Though the construction of a railroad in the 
vicinity within the last year has impaired the 
business of this place, itis still the depot of a con- 


| siderable amount of property for shipment on the 


lake; sufficient to make it worthy of note in con- 


sidering the propriety of protecting the Govern- 
ment worksat this point. 


This harbor is situated at the mouth of Salmon 


|| river,a river which empties into Lake Ontario, 


not far from midway between Oswego and Sack- 
ett’s Harbor, and it is the only port which a ves- 
sel of ordinary draught of water can make or en- 


_ ter, between those two places, which, by the shore 
| line, are between fifty and sixty miles apart. This 


coast, between Oswego and Sackett’s Harbor, is 
very much exposed in bad weather, and has 
proved fatal to many vessels and their crews be- 
A sad 
wreck of a fine ship, and the loss of the passen- 
gers and crew, on this coast, in 1835, had much in- 
fluence in inducing the Government to commence 
this work in 1836. 

The estimate submitted by the War Department 


| to this Congress for this improvement is $20,000; 


but, appreciating the importance of making this 
bill a moderate one, | ask for only $10,000, one 
half of the estimate—a sum little, if any, above 
the amount required to repair and secure from 
entire destruction the present Government works. 

I know, sir, from personal examination, the 
condition of the pier built at this point by the Gov- 
ernment, and know it to be in a dilapidated and 


| rainous condition, and liable in every storm upon 


the lake to further serious injury, if not entire 
destruction. 


Mr. Chairman, it isas a harbor of refuge mainly, 


_ that I urge this small appropriation for this work 


—a work of great importance to the already large 
and rapidly-increasing commerce of Lake Ontario. 
I sincerely hope my amendment will be adopted. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Bas- 
cock’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EWING moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SCHOONMAKER. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

For the removal of the bar at the mouth of the river Ron- 
dout, in the State of New York, $20,000. 

Mr. 8. said: Mr. Chairman, I propose this 
amendment in compliance with the request of some 
It proposes to remove the 


fifty barges. During the season of navigation in 


that year vver seven thousand five hundred sail 
_ vessels and barges cleared from and were loaded 
in that stream, and the commerce of the stream is 
constantly increasing. 


Mr. HART. I would inguire of the gentleman 
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if the river was not previously known as Esopus 
creek ? 

Mr. SCHOONMAKER. Yes, sir. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Scnoon- 
MAKER’S amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. EWING. I move that the committee 
rise, and | demand tellers upon that motion. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and upon a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 6, noes 117. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. EVANS. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the improvement of Queenstown creek, Maryland, 
$3,000. 

Mr. Chairman, a large number of persons in 
Maryland are interested in this work. Ido not 
design to detain the committee at this time, but I 
trust the amendment may be adopted. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Evans’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. - 

Mr. BOWIE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For removing the obstructions in the channel ofthe river 
Potomac, between the Long Bridge and the Aqueduct at 
Georgetown, and at the mouth of the Eastern Branch, 
$25,000. 

Mr. Chairman, all are aware that the city of 
Georgetown sustained very great injury by the 
freshet this last spring in consequence of these ob- 
structions. Itis said, upon the best authority, 
that the town suffered damage of not less than 
$60,000 or $70,000. This results, as I am in- 
formed, by the construction of piers to the Long 
Bridge, and I think it no more than justice that 
some change should be made now. That bridge 
has been removed by act of Providence. In ad- 
dition to this, [ am told that there is a bar at the 
mouth of the Eastern Branch, which prevents ves- 
sels of great tonnage coming up to Washington, 
and up to the navy-yard, over that bar, on the 
other side of which there are tw enty feet of water. 
The improvement I ask for here is of great im- 


portance to Government, as well as the citizens of | 


this District. I hope that, as they are not repre- 
sented upon this floor, that we will take them 
under our peculiar charge, and protect their inter- 
ests. 

Mr. DURKEE said: Mr. Chairman, I have 


been greatly surprised while listening to arguments 


made use of by gentlemen in opposing the passage | 


of this bill. 1 allude to remarks made by honor- 
able gentlemen representing important sections of 
the West. To me it appears that in this matter 
some of my western friends have not exercised 


that sagacity and good judgment which usually | 


mark their public conduct. They complain that 
New York, Boston, and other Atlantic cities re- 
ceive more than their share in this appropriation ; 

that great injustice is done to western rivers, and 
that ‘they will vote against the bill, unless it be 
amended so as to meet their views. Sir, admit 
that these complaints are well founded, it does not 
follow that the interests of the West require its 
Representatives to oppose the bill. Appropria- 
tions that are actually needed for the removal of 
obstructions in the harbors of our large importing 
cities, or the removal of obstructions in the Hud- 
son river, against which so much has been said, 
are beneficial to the West as well as to the East. 
The improvement of the Hudson river, and of all 
the harbors on the great lakes, will certainly less- 
en the insuranceand freight on goods passing over 
this route. When goods can be shipped from 
New York to Chicago for five dollars per ton, in- 
stead of fifteen, they will of course come that 
much cheaper to the consumer, and the value of 


produce shipped in return, necessarily enhanced | 


in western markets. This argument, too, holds 
good in regard to appropriations for improving 
the mouth of the Mississippi. The removal of 
these obstructions benefits all the States lying on 
this great river and its tributaries. I hope, there- 
fore, that gentlemen will pause and weigh the sub- 
ject well before they shall finally determine to give 
their influence against this measure, whether it 
may or may not be so amended as to meet their 
views 

There are other objections, Mr. Chairman, 
made against this bill. Gentlemen say they have 
scruples about the power of Congress to make 
such appropriations. But without entering upon 
a constitutional question, it strikes me as sufficient 
for our present purpose, to know that the General 
Government is in possession, and has sole juris- 
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diction of sheen Kediiiie and rivers; that Congress 
has deprived the States of all authority to raise a 
revenue by way of tonnage duty for their improve- 
ment,’and is therefore bound by the strongest pos- 
sible ‘obligations to make such improvements as 
are necessary for the safety of human life and the 
transportation of mere handise. 

Sir, there is no getting away from this conclu- 
sion; for the General Government to hold poses- 
sion and do nothing itself, nor let the States, is 
indeed acting the part of the ** dog in the manger 
This has been the policy for several years, at the 
sacrifice of thousands of valuable lives and an im- 
mense loss of property. Our internal commerce 
amounts to $800,000,000 annually, and yet is thus 
grossly neglected by theGovernment. One quar- 
ter per cent. on this large amount, expended an- 
nually upon our harbors and rivers, would, in a 
few years, put them in good condition for refuge 
and navigation, whereas we lose a much larger 
amount every year for the want of these improve- 
ments, 

Sir, the people are beginning to inquire how this 
$50,000,000 is yearly expended—and well they 
may ! Look at the immense sums misapplied 
by C Congress. Two years ago, we appropriated 
$10, 000,000 for the purchase of Texas scrip, at a 
par calculation, when it was worth only ten cents 
on the dollar. We have paid, during the last 
twenty years, $10,000,000 to officers of the Navy, 
who have not been employed on service. We 
have paid, or agreed to pay, about $20,000,000 to 
Wall street speculators, the effect of which is to 
sustain a monopoly in ocean steam navigation, 
thus depriving the people of all the advantages that 
might otherwise accrue from competition and cheap 
ocean postage. Yet gentlemen that could vote to 
appropriate public funds so liberally for the benefit 


| of private corporations and individerals, have ter- 


rible misgivings about lending their support to a 
small harbor bill for the protection of a commerce 
of such magnitude. Sir, this surely is ‘* straining 
at gnats, and swallowing camels.’’ If this gross 


| neglect, by the Government, of the lives and prop- 


erty of its people, and this profligate expenditure 
of the public funds, is to continue, and the great 
commercial interests of the country finally aban- 
doned, I cannot see why the people should not in 
their turn abandon and dispense with such a Gov- 
ernment. For what is the possible advantage to 
them in paying $50,000,000 a year, if they receive 
not the least equivalent i in return ? - 
| Mr. Chairman, it would be well for us to call to 
| mind, in this discussion, the origin and history of 
this Government. It was for the protection of 
commerce, and the lives of those engaged in it, that 
it was called into being. Great Britain infringed 
on the laws of a legitimate trade in America, the 
States formed an alliance to resist these aggressions; 
this was the origin of the Federal Government. 
| We had no other necessity for its creation—we 
| have no other for itscontinuance. The State gov- 
ernments are competent to protect and maintain all 
our civil and political rights, except those involved 
in commercial relations. If, then, the Federal 

Government is to disown all care and responsibil- 

ity over four fifths of the whole commerce of the 
| country, and refuse to give up its jurisdiction over 

harbors and rivers to the States immediately con- 
nected with these interests, it will become neces- 
sary for the people to provide a remedy for such 
grievances, and let me tell gentlemen they will not 
failto doit. Sir, let Congress pass this bill, and 
extend its fostering care over this immense accu- 
mulation of American industry, at least till some 
| better method shall be instituted for such protec- 
tion. 

Mr. WARD. I offer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 

For the improvement of the Cumberland river, $25,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to makea speech. 
I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CHANDLER] for the lecture which he has given me 
for my pertinacity in urging the necessity of im- 
provements for western rivers. I urged them from 
a consideration of their vast importance, and I 
think that they are worthy the consideration of 
this House. I believe that the amendment which 
I now propose ought to be adopted. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the honorable gentleman. Is this the same 
Cumberland river? [Laughter.} 

Mr. WARD. identically the same, and one 
well worthy of your consideration and mine. 
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Mr. EWING moved that the committee rise. 

The question was then taken, and it was deci- 
ded in the negative. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bowin’s 
amendment, and it was rejected, 

Mr. FLORENCE. | otler the following amend- 
ment: 


For the improvement of the Delaware river, commencing 
at a point opposite Pine street, in the city ef Phiiadel- 
phia, extending along the said river the entire front of the 
district of Southwark, and thence to the southern line of 
the township of Passyunk, in the first Congressional dis 
trict of Penasylvania, being the points of the northern aud 
southern boundaries of the eastern line of sand district, or 
as much further north or south as competent engineers may 
designate after such actual and careful survey as may be 
proper, to deepen the channel of said Delaware river, so a6 
to secure a sufficient depth ot water to enable the authori 
ties intrusted with the duty, to securely barbor and sately 
dock any United States vessel-of war of the tonnage of the 
jargest ship of- the line upon the United States dry dock at 
the United States navy yard, in the county of Philadelphia, 
and to facilitate this purpose, the extension of the whart 
line be authorized, as much further out as may be deemed 
proper to build a pier, by which the purpose indicated may 
be attained, 350,000, 


Mr. Chairman, I submit this amendment in 
good faith, because it is of the utmost importance, 
and will be advantageous to my constituents, the 
first objec t nearest my heart. W he ther this amend- 
ment is passed or not, | deem it proper to say I in- 
tend to vote for the bill now betore the committee. 
The self-evident necessity of the improvement I 
suggest, opposite the city of Philadelphia, is so 
strongly impressed upon my mind that I need say 
but little in its favor; but for that I ask the ear and 
attention of the committee. There is not now a 
sufficient depth of water for the purpose of se- 
curely docking ‘‘ a ship-of the-line’’ at the United 
States navy-yard, Philadelphia. An approprie- 
tion of $50,000 will be sufficient to enable us to 
deepen the channel, and by that means to securely 
dock a ship-of-the line. This will, in the accom- 
plishment, give employment to a large.number of 
clever, frugal, and industrious people living in my 
district. ‘That is the impelling motive which in- 
duces me to offer thisamendment. With the dee- 
laration of this fact, and with the reasons I offer, 
which to my mind are clearly irresistible, 1 earm- 
estly hope that an amendment of so much conse- 
quence as this is, of so much advantage to my 
constituents, of so much importance to the United 
States, in securing the use of the United States 
dry-dock, a work which cost the large sum of 
$842,000 to construct—l repeat, sir, l earnestly 
hope the sum named in the amendment may be 
appropriated. I want to make the United States 
navy-yard at Philadelphia a favorite place with the 
Government for the employment of our skiliful 
artisans and mechanics. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
are out of order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well, sir, I will not 
detain the committee longer. I desire a vote upon 
the amendment I have offered to hasten on busi- 
ness. I may say, however, again, that whether 
it is passed or not, [ shall support the bill making 
appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, now under consideration, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fioa- 
ENCE,| if this amendment is to make an appropri- 
ation to prevent Pea Patch Island from washing 
away: 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will offer an amendment, 
if the gentleman will vote for it, to build a fort 
there. Atall events, I will be gratified if the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will vote for 
the amendment I have offered. He will aid in 
accomplishing a good purpose, I assurehim. Be- 
sides, he will have the thanks of all classes of peo- 
plein and about Philadelphia, especially those | 
have the pleasure and honor to represent upon this 
floor. If it was in order, 1 would clearly prove 
and explain the indifference which I think has 
been exercised toward our navy-yard, and the 
want of proper appreciation of our skillful me- 
chanics. Ata more favorable opportunity, | as 
sure youall, I willdo so. I hope my menimnent 
may meet the approval of the committee, and be 
passed. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Frorence, and decided in the negative. 

Mr. STRATTON offered the following amend- 
ment: 


The gentleman’s remarks 
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For the erection of a breakwater on Crow Shoal, at 
Cape May roads, New Jersey, $100,600. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to make a 
five-minutes speech on the amendment I have just 
offered, but I desire to say that no proposition 
contained in the bill before the committee, is, in 
my judgment, more deserving their approval. 

The attention of Congress was a few years since 
called to the importance of the proposed work, by 
resolutions of the State of New Jersey, and nu- 
merous petitions of citizens of that State, engaged 
in the coasting trade. 

A survey of Cape May roads, including Crow 
Shoal, was made under instructions of the Secre- 
tary of War, by Major Bache, of the Topograph- 
ical Engineer Corps. His report shows that the 
proposed breakwater can be advantageously con- 
structed, and that it will afford great security to 
the trade intended to be protected. 

The Committee on Commerce in their report, 
say that they have carefully examined the subject, 
which is important from its involving the protec- 
tion of life and property, and that the practica- 
bility of erecting this work, is fully shown by the 
able report of the engineer. 

The reportof the engineer showsthat the ‘* com- 
‘merce of the Delaware is carried on through two 
‘channels communicating with the sea. The 
‘main, or ship channel, enters by Cape Henlopen, 
‘ and is capable of receiving vessels of the largest 
‘class; the New England channel, by Cape May, 
‘is limited to a draft of twelve feet.’’ Vessels 
passing through the first-named channel, are pro- 
tected by the breakwater near Cape Henlopen. 
To protect the trade passing through the latter, is 
the object of erecting the proposed breakwater. 

‘«The Cape Henlopen channel is generally used 
‘ by the foreign trade, and by the coasting trade 
‘south of the Delaware, while the Cape May 
‘channel is preferred by the coasting ade east of 
‘the Delaware. 

‘The great increase of this trade has greatly 
* increased the necessity of this work.” 

The committee, in closing their report, say ‘‘that 
‘influenced by a sense of duty to afford every 
* proper protection to prevent loss of life, to protect 
‘the great and increasing trade passing through 
* this channel, and by the various considerations 
‘ presented in their report—in their opinion this 
‘ work should be erecied.”’ 

The question was then taken on Mr. Srrart- 
TeNn’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. HOW, of New York. I offer the follow- 


ine amendment: 


For continuing the improvements at the harbor of Big | 


Sodus, county of Wayne, and State of New York, and for 
repairs of the same, $12,000, 


Mr. How’s 


The qnestion was then taken on 
amendment, and it was rejected. 
Mr. ASHE. TI offer the following amendment: 


And he it ferther enacted, That the commissioners of the 
town of Wilmington, North Carolina, be authorized to levy 
and colleet a tonnage duty, not exceeding four cents per 
ton, upon all vessels not less than sixty tons, for the pur- 
pose of clearing out the obstructions in the mouth of Cape 
Fear river, and that to effect that purpose the said commis 
sioners to pledge the reccipts from the said tonnage duty 
to pay the interest or principal on any loan they may effect 
for that purpose: Provided, That the Legislature of North 


Carolina, at its next session, order and authorize such a | 


tonnage duty. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. That amendment is not ger- 
mane to the bill, and therefore not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has previously 


entertained a motion of that kind, and he consid- | 


ers it as in order. 

Mr. ASHE. My friend from New York [Mr. 
Seymour] cannot see anything in order but what 
is consistent with his own notions. I have a few 
remarks to make upon thisamendment. On yes- 
terday I offered an amendment, in which I ex- 
plained, in a very few words, the difficulties under 
which the town of Wilmington labored—the first 
town in the State of North Carolina, and the most 
enterprising one in the whole South. 
ficulties were laid before the Committee on Com- 
merce. ‘They were informed of the fact that all 
the improvements in North Carolina concentrated 
at that single point, and that the bar in the river 


These dif- | 


| asked if I will vote for this bill. 


vannah, in Georgia, fifty odd years ago for the 
removal of similar obstructions. 

Now, sir, it is proposed to cut off my State 
from all the benefits of this bill because, forsooth, 
Iam not one of those Democrats who will vote 
for this thing and that thing, and everything, and 
because I will not vote for this bill. I have been 
As an honest 


| man, I cannot vote for it, but as an honest Rep- 
| resentative, | ask this House to allow the city of 
| Wilmington to tax its own tonnage, in order to 


| by your Government to protect your forti 


remove the obstructions which have been put there 

Rrotiona. 
and which fill up the only harbor that is of any 
consequence to that town. I ask you, as a favor 
to the people of Wilmington, not to expend Gov- 
ernment money, but to allow them, by and with 
the consent of the Legislature of North Carolina, 
to levy tonnage duties which will operate against 
themselves, in order to raise money to put them- 
selves ina better position. The request is reason- 


| able and just, and now that the magic spell which 


prohibited all amendments has been broken, and 
several importantamendments have been ingrafted 
on the bill, | hope the committee will not refuse 
it, but will grant us this mere act of justice to en- 
able us to survive at least until east ss Congress 
can be elected. I ask for tellers on the amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. VENABLE 
and McNair were appointed. 

The question was then .put upon Mr. Asue’s 
amendment; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, 
noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. Is it in order for me to move 
to amend the amendment which has just been 
adopted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment has been 
adopted, but an anendment to come in at the end 
of it would be in order. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, moved to amend 


| the following item of the bill: 


** For removing the raft of Red river, $50,000,” 


| by adding thereto the following: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War be authorized to 
contract for keeping the channel of Red river open at the 
point now obstructed by raft for one year after the removal 
thereof. 

Mr. M. said: I will not detain the committee 
one minute, but I feel the necessity of this amend- 


| ment in order to make the appropriation at all 
| effective. It is absolutely necessary that these 


obstructions should be kept out for a year or two 
after they are removed, otherwise they will imme- 
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diately re-form. These obstructions are composed | 


of drift timber, that floats down the river and stops 
at this point, where it is narrower than it is above; 
and, if it is kept open for a year or two, the cur- 
rent of the river will cut out its own channel, so 


| as to make it perfectly clear, as has been done be- 


| low this point. 





The raft originally existed about 
one hundred and sixty miles below where it at 
present exists, but that portion of the river is now 
perfectly navigable. 


Mr. BROOKS. Why, if we were to tax our 
immense commerce one sixteenth part of a cent, 
we should raise an enormous revenue—enouch to 
carry on our Government. The principle is wrong; 
but if the privilege is given to Wilmington, it 
must be given to all the ports on the Mississippi 
and Ohio. 

Mr. ASHE. I ask the gentleman if it has not 
been given to Savannah and to Baltimore ? 

Mr. BROOKS. I know of but one case in 
which it has ever been granted, and that was to 
Baltimore. It was refused to Oswego at the last 
session of Congress. 

Mr. ASHE. It has been granted to Savan- 
nah. 

Mr. DEAN. I rise to a question of order. I 
submit whether it is in order for my colleague to 
speak in opposition to his own amendment? 

Mr. BROOKS. Iam not doing so. I am ar- 
guing to show that if this privilege is granted to 
Wilmington, or any other city, it must be granted 
to New York, also. I am arguing to show the 
immense benefit which we might derive from ton- 
nage duties of this sort levied by our people upon 
the commerce of the United States. But [ did not 
rise to delay the action of the committee on this 
bill. 1 merely rose to call attention to the prin- 
ciple involved in the amendment of the gentleman 
from North Carolina. Ihave no doubt we can 
defeat it in the House, or vote it down on the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I entirely disagree 
with the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooks] in respect to this question of the tonnage 
duty, and as to the history of the adoption of the 
clause in the Constitution in respect to it. If the 


| gentleman will look into the history of the forma- 


tion of the Constitution, he will find that that priv- 
ilege was granted with express reference to these 
improvements, and the contemporaneous exposi- 
tions of the Constitution bear out the history of 
that formation in this respect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, and no doubt 
the committee, would probably like to hear the 
remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, but the 
Chair must remind the gentleman that he is speak- 
ing in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I desire simply to 
state one fact. The gentleman from New York 
says that the city of Baltimore is the only one to 
which this privilege has been extended. Now, 
one of the earliest acts of the Government was to 
authorize the laying of a tonnage duty, for the 
purpose of removing an obstruction from the Sa- 
vannah river, in the State of Georgia, and that act 
was renewed for many successive sessions, and at 
that day no man in Congress believed that the 
General Government had any authority to remove 
that obstruction in any other way than by author- 


izing the State to levy a tonnage duty. 


The question wasthen taken upon Mr. Moore’s || 


amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. I propose to add to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Asue,] which has just been adopted: 

And the same privileges are granted to the State of New 
York that are granted to the State of North Carolina. 

I offer that amendment for the purpose of 
making a few remarks. 
the amendmentof the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina any further here, but to meet it in the House, 
One of the very purposes for which the Constitu- 
tion was formed, was to prevent this rivalry of 
ports, to prevent undue tonnage being levied at one 
port different from that which might be levied at 
another. That was one of the great objects in the 
formation of the Constitution. The amendment 
which this committee has adopted gives to the city 
of Wilmington power to levy tonnage duties, not 
only on her own commerce, but on the commerce 


|| of New York, Maryland, South Carolina, and all 


there has been gradually filling up, until now there | 


are only eight or nine feet of water. These facts 
I am authorized to state upon the authority of 
Professor Bache and others, who have examined 
the work. 

This amendment asks no privilege of the Gov- 
ernment but what was granted to the city of Sa- 


other parts of the United States. 
State of North Carolina with the absolute power 
of doing this. If alike privilege is given to the 
State of New York, it will be within our power to 
tax the whole commerce of the United States to 
any extent our State Legislature may will, and 


thus to have the whole commerce of the United | 


States subservient to our State iegislation. 








I do not propose to resist | 


It vests the | 


Mr. FLOYD. Is it in order to offer a substi- 
tute to my colleague’s amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 

Mr. FLOYD. _I offer the following substitute: 

The consent of Congress is hereby granted and declared 
to the passage and operation of any law which any State 


shall hereafter pass, to lay a duty of tonnage, for the pur- 
pose of improving the harbors and rivers in such State. 


The amendment which I have had the honor to 
submit, is in phraseology in accordance with the 
Constitution and the acts heretofore passed by 
Congress. From 1790 to 1850, there have been 
no less than thirty-six laws passed by Congress, 
giving its consent to different States to lay tonnage 
duties for particular improvements and for speci- 
fied time. Acts of that description have been 
passed for the States of Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama; 
so that there is nothing new in the principle of the 
proposition which I now make to this committee. 
It is merely making it a general proposition instead 


|| of limiting it toa particular city, or to a particular 


port for a specified time. 
In regard to the Constitution, I think my hon- 


orable colleague [Mr. Brooks] was mistaken in 


the view he expressed. Mr. Madison says the 
right of laying tonnage duties was reserved by 
the States, subject to the consent of Congress, for 
the express purpose that the different States might 
lay tonnage duties to improve their harbors. Such 


A is the commentary of Mr. Madison upon this. 


of that there is this fact, that for thirty years after 
the formation of the Constitution, this right was 
never asserted or exercised by Congress. The 
danger of which my honorable colleague seems to 
be afraid, consists in this; that one State will lay 
tonnage duties which will be injurious to the com- 
mercial interest. 

Now, in my opinion, you cannot have a better 
guarantee than the particular interest of each State 


that it will not lay an improper or oppressive duty | 


which will embarrass commerce in its own ports, 
in addition to which Congress can prevent any 
abuse of this right by withdrawing its consent. It 
is not intended by this proposition to affect the 
other portions of this bill, nor do I anticipate that 
it will have that effect; but | am fully impressed 
with the belief that this power may be better and 
more wisely exercised by the States than it ever 
has been by the General Government. My col- 
leatue—the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce [Mr. Seymour]—has already informed the 
committee that so uncertain are these appropria- 
tions by the General Government that many of 
the rivers and channels have been made worse 
rather than better by the improvements which 
have been commenced. Now, if they are under- 
taken and carried on by the States, they may be 
commenced and carried on with a certainty of rev- 
enue arising from these tonnage duties, and with 
some sort of system which may, perhaps, result 
in good. I am informed by gentlemen upon the 
Ohio river thatit is a question whether much more 
harm has not been done upon that river than good, 
by the works which have been commenced there. 

Mr. CARTTER. I am opposed to the last 
amendment. Without entering into a discussion 
of the constitutional power, and without reference 
to its history, it is enough for me to know that 
the Federal Government has been engaged ever 
since its existence in making appropriations for 
opening up its external commerce, and I am op- 
posed to delivering up into the hands of the State 
of New York or any other State this power. 

Mr. ASHE. I beg leave toask my friend from 
Ohio when this system commenced by the Gen- 
eral Government? 

Mr. CARTTER. It commenced with the very 
existence of the Federal Government. 

Mr. ASHE. For many years there were no 
appropriations of this kind by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. I think the gentleman will find that the 
gentleman from New York is right in his state- 
ments in reference to this matter. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object to this amendment 
especially, for the reason that one solitary State 
in this Union now forms the gateway to nearly all 
the commerce of the nation; and especially to all 
the commerce of the great West. | protest against 
the principle that will deliver up to the State of 
New York the power of determining what duties 
shall be imposed upon the commerce of the West. 
Why, sir, the history of the State of New York 
is a history of subsidy upon the part of the west- 
ern States to her support. We have constructed 
her internal improvements. We have supported 
her government, and this proposition, if carried 
into effect, would serve to bring us into the same 
subordination in reference to our external com- 
merce. Her harbors are now prepared for free 
trade witlf all the earth—all the oceans of the 
earth; and now to deliver into her hands the 
power of levying a tribute upon the commerce 
which must pass that gateway, would be a folly 
in legislation against which | enter my protest. 

The question now being upon the amendment 
to the amendment, 

Mr. FLOYD demanded tellers; but they were 
not ordered. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Fioyp’s 
amendment te the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Brooxs’s 


I move that the committee 


amendment, and being taken, the amendment was | 


not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Stanty’s 
substitute to the whole bill, [heretofore published 
in the Globe.] 

Mr. STANLY. I[hope the question will now 
be taken upon that substitute without further de- 
bate. 


[Loud cries of ** Question !’’ ** Question !’") 
Mr. STANLY demanded tellers; which were 


ordered; and Messrs. 
were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 47, noes 85. 

So the substitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. YATES. I offer the following amend- 
ment, upon which J call for tellers: 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Illinois 
river, $25,000. 


Brooks and CHANDLER 


Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment; and it was not agreed to—ayes 7, noes not 
counted, : 

Mr. CARTTER. I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
strike out all of the bill after the enacting clause. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Irise to a question of 
order. I submit that it is not in order, after the 
bill has been read through by sections and has 
been amended, and after a substitute for the whole 
bill has been offered and rejected, to amend the 
bill or alter it in any manner except by offering 
an additional and independent section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is 
not in order to go back and insert an amendment 
in any portion of the bill. ‘The committee have 
passed upon this bill, and it is not in order to in- 
sert an amendment into any part thereof. The 
point was made, the Chair recollects, when the 
bounty land bill was under discussion. The Chair 
then so decided. An appeal was taken, and the 
decision of the Chair was sustained by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WARD offered the following amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Cumber- 
land river, $30,000, 

Mr. W. said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to urge, 
as a parting admonition, upon the friends of inter- 
nal improvement, this my last appeal, before I 
place myself in the ranks to which I have never 
yet attached myself upon this particular subject. 
But, sir, my district has rights 

Mr. CARTTER., I rise to a question of or- 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself to the explanation of his particular 
amendment. 

Mr. WARD. I am in order, and intend to 
apply my remarks, 

Mr. CARTTER. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself to the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER. He is talking about politi- 
cal alliances. 

Mr. WARD. The interest involved in that 
stream is clearly of a national character, and that 
interest has been entirely overlooked by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. We are, as it were, expa- 
triated from our own country; we are exposed to 
continual losses from the accumulation of snags 
in that river since 1838, and I hope and trust that 
this committee, who have the power of making 
appropriations towards the various objects in va- 
rious portions of this Union, wiil exercise that 
power in favor of justice, and with a due regard 
to the interests I have the honor to represent. I 
know that gentlemen who feel not, and see not as 
I do, may look upon me as unnecessarily trouble- 
some in this matter. But they do not behold the 
difficulties which surround the district which | 
represent. They know not the losses daily sus- 
tained there. I know them all, and feel them 
more keenly than they can, and I now appeal to 
this committee, as [ have on previous occasions, 

| not that I desire to be troublesome, but that my 
districtshould be properly regarded by this House; 
so that, when money is paid out of the Treasury, 
she should receive her proportion to prevent those 
losses of lives and property she is daily suffering. 

The navigation 1s six hundred miles in extent, 
and the annual trade amounts to from $5,000,000 
to $10,000,000, and it has been regarded as a na- 
tional stream since 1832, and the only reason that 
I did not go before the Committee on Commerce 
was, that | knew that that committee would report 
to the Committee of the Whole House, which had 
power, independent of that committee, on this 
subject, or any other, and also the right to say 

| where money should be appropriated and used. 
They have the right to overrule the recommenda- 





I insist upon my point of 
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tion of the committee upon a subject of that sort, 
and believing that when a claim was made out 
worthy of the consideration of this House, they 
would hear and respond to it, I rested content. 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers upon his motion; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Bocockx and 
Harris were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 51, noes 72. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I movenow 
to strike out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. EVANS. I rise to a question of order. 
The committee have agreed to the sections in this 
bill, and it is not in order to move to strike out 
what the committee have inserted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair thinksit is im- 
material when that amendment is offered, whether 
before the committee proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, orafterwards. The committee can 
proceed to perfect the bill, and then it ts in order 
to move to strike out aj! after the enacting clause. 

Mr. EVANS. Is it in order to go back and 
move to strike out any particular portion of the 
bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That could not be done, 
but the Chair thinks it in order to move to strike 
out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. BROOKS. W ould it bein order for meto 
move, for instance, to strike out the appropriation 
for James river? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not by itself, but with all 
the rest after the enacting clause. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If that motion, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause, is carried, 
will not that be a rejection of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be if the House 
confirms the report of the committee; not without. 

Mr. JONES. I submit whether the committee 
can reject a bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee can easily 
decide the question for themselves. 7 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers upon the 
motion; which were not ordered. 

Mr. C. then asked for a division of the House. 

The House was divided on the motion, and there 
were—27 in the affirmative, and 76 in the negative; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. CARTTER. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

[Cries ** Call the roll!’’ ** Call the roll!’’) 

The CHAIRMAN. There isa motion pend- 
ing, and a motion that the committee rise and re- 

ort the bill is not in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was a mistake in 
the count. 

Mr. JONES. 
was no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has a right to 
ascertain by tellers whether there is a quorum or 
not. 

The Chair appointed Messrs. Cuanoier and 
Hami.ton as tellers. 

Mr. COBB. What is the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is upon striking out all 
after the enacting clause. 

The question was then again put, and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 28, noes 91. 

So the amendment was not acreed to. 

Mr. POLK proposed the following amend- 
ment: 


The Chair announced that there 


Provided, however, That no part of the money hereby 
appropriate: shall be drawn from the Treasury, unless the 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands shall be suf 
ficient to satisfy the same. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to consume 
five minutes in the discussion of this amendment. 
But if the bill known as the Bennett bill, distrib- 
uting the public lands to the different States, or if 
the various railroad bills now pending shal! pass 
into laws, and the public lands are consumed in 
that way, I would like to know where this money 
is to come from? If we dispose of ali the public 
lands, we must take the money from other sources 
of revenue; and [am unwilling to embarrass the 
Treasury, by taking the means which should be 
otherwise appropriated, and squandering them 
upon rivers and harbors. I merely state the prop- 
osition, without intending to argue it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Poun’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

[Cries of ** Question!’ “ Question !”"} 




















































































AE Carr te we 











baer 









































oC aE BT ae OOS 08 











2d A A IN ON RO Ey - I A Hw Pt GO 









































































































































































OO te meee me Re 


2000 


Mr. WELCH. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. [rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Seymour} 
had the floor, and moved that the committee rise. 
It is not in order to take the floor from him to of- 
fer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. So longas gentlemen offer 
amendments, the Chair is obliged to entertain 
them 

Mr. SKELTON. I make the point of order, 
that, after a motion is made that the committee 
rise and report the bill, itis out of order to receive 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
voint of order, 

Mr. SKELTON. 
of the Chair. 

The question being, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
it was put, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Is it in order to suggest to 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Pork] how 
the revenue can be raised? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order. 

[Cries of ** Order!’’ ‘‘ Order!” all over the 
Hall.} 

Mr. WELCH offered the following amend- 
ment: 


The Chair overrules the 


I appeal from the decision 


For surveys and estimates, with a view to the construc 
tion of artificial dams and reservoirs on the head waters of 
the Ohio river, for the improvement of its navigation, upon 
the plan proposed by Mr. Elficott, $50,000. 


Mr WELCH. I do not intend to discuss the 
amendment, but [ want a vote upon it. 

{Cries of ** That’s right!’ ** That’s right!’’} 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, I renew my motion, that 
the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House. 

Mr. STANLY. Ihave an amendment to offer. 

The amendment was as follows: 

For the improvement of the [llinois river, 850,000; for 
the improvement in the Tennessee river, 850,000 ; and for 
the improvement of the Cumbertand river, $30,000, 


Mr. STANLY obtained the floor, and yielded 
it to 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, who moved that 
the committee do now rise; which motion was dis- 
agreed to. 

‘Tellers were demanded and ordered; and Messrs. 
Mason and VeNnaste were appointed. 

Mr. CARTTER, (in his seat.) We Whigs 
want to defeat the river and harbor bill. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

The question was then put, and the committee 
refused to rise; the tellers having reported—ayes 
38, noes 80. 

Mr. STANLY. If our western men upon both 
sides of the committee stand up to the amendment 
I have submitted, we can adopt it. I have offered 
it because I thought the Westshould have justice 
done it, after the legislation of this Congress has 
done so much for the North and East. I have 
hitherto voted against the various amendments 
which have been presented, because [ had reason 
to hope that the substitute I offered, which does 
more justice to the West, would be adopted by 
the committee. That has not been done. The 
iilinois is an important river, and so also are the 
Tennessee and Cumberland rivers important. 
There is no provision in this bill for them; and | 
if our friends from the West will stand up and 
vote for appropriations for these three important 
rivers, they can be attended to. 
to say. 

Mr. SACKETT. 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina: 

At the end of the bill add: 

For the improvement of the Ohio river above the falls at 

Louisville........ tee eee sense O0,000 
For the imprevement of the Ohio below the falls... 40,000 
For the improvemment of the Mississippi below the 

mouth of the Missouri....... a canhed 46008 cdsea0 . 65,000 
For the improvement of the Mississippi above the 

mouth of the MissOuri...... cece seecceseceseeees 65,000 
For the improvement of the Cumberland river...... 40.000 
For the improvement of the Tennessee river..... -- 40,000 
For the improvement of the Illinois river.......-.. 40,000 
For the improvement of the Arkansas river........ 40 000 
For the improvement of the Missouri river......-.. 40,000 


For the improvement of the piers and harbor of Big — 
Sodus Bay on Lake Ontario.......... 


eer eee ee eee eee 


That isall I have | 


I offer the following sub- | 


Sadane evar anal 


| valley of the Mississippi is again cast off with a | 


For the improvement of the harbor at Pultneyville, 
LeGS OGG oi cs eeR laste s Setced cbee ne tictes 
For the construction or purchase of snag boats for 
the Mississippi, Ohio, Missouri, and Arkansas 
CAUBED a d.0.0 60 4466 snes ¥bheeoound Shppah pene ; 


10,000 


100,000 
525,009 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Sacketr was disagreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. STanty. 

Mr. STANLY demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Haven and Ricnarpson 
were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to; the tellers having reported—ayes 
56, noes 68. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Ioffer the following amend- 
ment, that I may be enabled to make an expla- 
nation: 

And provided further, That in the event of a reduction 
of the revenue below the sum necessary for the ordinary 
expenses of Government, the duties upon iron be increased 
to forty per cent. ad valorem; that amount coming within 
the revenue point, and approved by a late distinguished Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 


amendment to be out of order. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I movethat the committee 


| rise and report the bill to the House. 


(Cries allover the Hall of ** Question !’’ * Ques- 
tion!’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
that motion 1s put, to 
amendment: 


I desire, before 
submit the following 


For the improvement of the Ohio river above the Falls at 
Louisville, $25,000. 


Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman will yield 
{ will move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield for that motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. I then move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The question was put, and the committee re- 
fused to rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have not participated in 
the discussions upon the various amendments 
which have been offered to this bill, from the fact 
that I took occasion at an early period of the ses- 
sion, to express my views at large upon the sub- 
ject of internal improvements. I desire the adop- 
tion of this amendment for the purpose of carry- 
ing out, to some extent, the principles which 
control me in relation to these improvements. I 
am now, as I always have been, in favor of a 
system of internal improvements by the General 
Government, but I desire, whenever it is to be 
adopted, to embrace equality to all the various 
sections and interests of this great Confederacy. 

Mr. CARTTER. [rise to a question of order. 
My colleague is making metaphysical discrimina- 
tions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is wonderful that my 
colleague is able to discover it! I say, sir, that 
injustice has been done to the western rivers. 
There appear to de in this House a combination 
on the part of the sea-board, and 

[From the loud cries of ** Order!” ** Order!” 
and the general confusion pervading the Hall, the 
remainder of the sentence could not be heard by 
the Reporter. } 

Mr. CAMPBELL. You cannot get clear of 
me in that way. [Cries of ** Order!” ‘* Order!’’] 
Yell on, gentlemen, I have been in just such rows 
as this before; here and elsewhere. | say there 
is a combination on the part of the sea-board 
[Loud cries of ‘* Order!’ ‘* Order!’’ **Go on!” 
‘*Go on!’’] and I denounce it! A combination 
has been formed by those representing the inter- 
ests of the northern lakes and eastern sea-board, 
against the great rivers of the interior. They are 
the only passengers in this omnibus, and the mighty 








mere pittance. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask that the 


rule be enforced upon the gentleman, as well as it 


has been upon others. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds it diffi- 
cult to enforce rules of order upon a great many. 
The gentleman’s remarks are out of order. He 
must confine himself to an explanation of his 
amendment. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


I am showing that the | 
inequality of the provisions of the bill is a reason | 





certainly in order, though it is difficult to get a 
great many to so understand it just now. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I call the gentleman to or- 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair calls the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I offered a proviso here 
for the purpose of informing the gentleman from 
Tennessee | Mr. Poik] how revenue may be raised, 
if the calamity occurs which he so much fears, in 
the event of the passage of the land bills to which 
he refers; but it is not in order, alas! for the Old 
Keystone and her resources, which, but for that, 
might be benefitted. It is the means, however, of 
forcibly illustrating the expressive lines of Hudi- 
bras— 

* Ah, me! what troubles do environ 
The wight who meddles with cold iron! 

[Cries of ** Order!’ ** Order !’*} 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 
order, and he will please take his seat. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. This is not the first evi- 
dence of combinations of this sort that I have 
seen made in this House. I remember during the 
last Congress, of our effort on the part of protec- 
tion [Cries of ‘* Order!” ‘*Order!’’] 1 am 
merely showing the means resorted to for the pur- 
pose of carrying measures partial in their character, 
And I only desire to add that western Democrats, 
afier all their Buncombe speeches in favor of 
western rivers, have aided to carry out this un- 
equal system by voting as they have done, with 
scarce an exception, against the substitute of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Sranty,] 
which offered liberal appropriations to western 
States. 

Mr. POLK. This rule has been enforced upon 
all others, and I do not see why it should be tol- 
erated upon the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Most assuredly, for it 
was enforced upon me. I insist upon its enforce- 
ment. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is out of order. His time, however, has now ex- 
pired. 

Mr. EVANS. I must confess that 1 feel sur- 
prised at the course of remark indulged in by the 
gentleman from Ohio, when he proclaims to the 
House of Representatives, that east of the Alle- 
ganies there is unfriendliness towards the great 
improvements of the West. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will feel itself 
constrained to call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from North 
Carolina {Mr. Stanzy] offered an amendment con- 
taining appropriations for the improvement of 
western rivers and harbors, and he voted for it, 
and | did the same thing. Opposition, sir, came 
to it from quite other quarters. I do not know 
whether the gentleman voted for it or not. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to 
call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. EVANS. I want the country to know 
that the Democrats from his own portion of the 
country are at heart opposed to these measures— 
{Cries of ‘*Order!’”? * Order!’’] The sincere 
friends of these river and harbor improvements 
are the Whigs of the East and the Whigs of the 
West—[Cries of ‘Order!’ “Order!”’] Ah! you 
are endeavoring now to cry dewn and suppress 
the utterance of the truth; but I, like the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Campse.z,] have been in 
just such crowds before, and mean to say my say. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair had the 
power to command the Sergeant-at-Arms, he cer- 
tainly would preserve order in this committee. 
The gentleman is out of order, and he will please 
take his seat. 

Mr. EVANS. 
tions passed. 

A Memper. 
ter. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. This is a branch of the 
American Congress, a body which is respected 
throughout the world, and the Chair hopes that 
the committee will throw itself upon its dignity 
for a few moments, and the bill will be reported 
and passed, 

Mr. EVANS. I have not heard what the Chair 
has been saying, there isso much noise in the 
Hall. Iam in order. Let others be kept quiet. 

The gentleman’s time 





I want to see these appropria- 


Let the riot act be read. [Laugh- 


The CHAIRMAN. 


why the amendment should be adopted. That is || has expired. 














